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T T was the author^ intention to pnblifli» feveral yean 
^ iince, tlie reflilt of difqUifitions, begun meariyiib 
and continued aitnd a variety oFprpfeffionai labourSy 
not to mention emergent ayocationsi and peculiar dif- 
ficulties, from the myfterious nature of the fubjefl; 
bttt.moft of idl, from the want of a collateral hiftory, 
commenfurate with the Sacred Annals of the Hebrews. 
A record, fimilar to the Chronicles of the Kbgt in 
Juddh and Ifrael, weH attiefted, proceeding from the 
{ame point of time, and referring to the fame perfonSf 
events, and dates, would have been a defirable ac« 
quifition* 

Such ^ feparate record never did exift. For from 
the BEGINNING, as defined by Mofes, to that point 
io time, with which the Sacred Annals terminate^ 
nothing i% with certabty known, jefpe£Ung the 
Gentile Antiquities, befides the reports of the infpired 
writen; and whateVet Events they have preferved 
from oblivion, fo fi^ from comprifing a full hiftory of 
all nations, amount to no more than a few concife hints 
concerning a very few of the idolatrous tribes, conti" 
guous to Babylonia ^d Paleftine. 

According to Archbifliop Uflier, (who in the arts 

of compuution, and hifiorical arrangement, excelled 

all his predecelTorS}, the Hebrew fcriptures contain the 

a 3 Hiftory 



Digitized by VjQOQ I ^- y 



?i P R E F A C t. 

Hiftory of 36 centuries, nKeafured by aftronomicai 
years, finglyi or ia combination, generations, magtf- 
tracies, &c. Moderate and every ^?ay credible, though 
not univerfally adopted, is this quantity of intermediate 
time. That luminary of his age, having long poifed^ 
in an etju^l balance, the merits of the Hebrew and 
Greek computation, from Adam to Abraham, found 
the former to preponderate^ and judicioufly decided in 
favour of evidence, fiampt with every fignaturc of 
probability and truth. 

His preference, more from the ftrength of reafoii» 
than refpeA to the authority of his name, nfomud the 
fentiments of his country, and confirmed thofe on the 
continent, wherever aflent to the Hebrew chronobgy 
had not previoufly obtained an eftabliflimerit, as, indeed 
ic iiad done, in the weftem church, from the days of 
Jerome ; and about the era of the Reformation, it 
derived canoxiical authority from a decree of the council 
at Trent, before, or about, A. D. 1542* 

In Britain, however, during the currency of the 
xviiith century, the fpurious chronology of the Sep* 
tuagint, fo juftly exploded 150 years ago, has again 
rifen into credit, and^fuperfeded the genuine notations 
of Mofes, the firft Chronologer and Hiftorian. 

This gradual change of national opinion, concern- 
ing the vrilful corruption of the Hebrew oracles, and 
the fuperior integrity of the Alexandrian verfion, 
(phiefly with regard to thofe numbers which determine 
the years of the world prior to Abraham), difconcerted 
IJM author's meafures, and unavoidably protn£led the 

defiga 
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deflgn of publifliing his arrangementi of the Sacred 
Hiftory, conftru&ed on the authority of the Hebrew 
numbers ^, the prime fource of computation. 

In a DiflertatioQ not yet publiflied, but kept in 
referve fot the Researches, the comparative merits 
of the Hebrew and Greek computations are, at large» 

* Slow was the tranfition from the reformed chronology by 
Uiher> to the antiquated errors of the Alexandrian fchool : 
In X7»i Whifton publiihed the firft volume of his eflay for 
reftoring the true text of the Old Teftament^ Other authors 
adopted his wild pofition, that the extended chronology of the 
Greek Pentateuch is preferable to the more conctfe Icheme of 
the Hebrew text. Kennicott collated a great numy BiSS* 
not without the hope of finding a confiderable majority in 
fevour of the world's fupcrior antiquity. All his writings, 
thofe publiflied after the edition of his Hebrew BiWe not 
excepted, expreft his full convidion, that the Jews of the 
fecond century wilfully mutilated the chronological notations 
in the Hebrew Gins sis : but the refult of his laborious 
inveftigations did not juftify the augmentation of any one 
number, much lefs of all. His learned contemporariet, how* 
ever, gaTe him implicit credit for a decifion, abfolutely in* 
capable of evidence, fuflicicnt to enforce belief ;«-4he authen- 
ticity of the Septuagint Chronology. By refpedable authors 
has thisdoMne been maintained, (i.) in a Sermon, printed 
s 79», where it is aflBrmcd, " That the fpifce from the hour 
of the Fall to the prefent day is full 7000 years ;"— and (%.) ia 
a late Englifli verfion of the Pentateuch, the exaggerated 
numbers in the xith chapter of Genesis are taken from the 
70 Interpreters (as they are called), under the folemn decla- 
ration, that the rerfion is faithfully tranflated from corre^M 
texts of the original. In the former cafe, extreme credalit]^ 
in the latter^ the decfciTeabieaefs of Homiih impofture, 1^ 
exemplified. 

' 4 ^0X^1^ 
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viii PREFACE, 

fpfifidered,^ and a more fuccinft view exhibited in the 
^pfuiiig An A;,y SIS. Be it, in a form fomc what more 
difhifive, reina^rMj ^bat 

1. Th^ marvclloi^ ftp^ies, tr^nfmitted concerning 
fhef forii^tion of this verGon, if true, amount to much 
ftronger evidence, than that alleged fpr the authenticity 
of the original ; or, to invert the argument, is it pro* 
bable, that the tefiimony of Mofes, alone, was fuf- 
ficient to induce conviQion ; and that the teftimony of 
70 Scribes, (hut up in feparate cells, who all tranflated 
the fame writings, fo as not to vary in one phrafe or 
particle, was requifite to eftablifli the bonefty, (kill, 
and infpiration of the tranflators i If this query be 
anfwered in the affirmative, unavoidable is the inference, 
that h iWi fi Geddes was under obligations to produce ^ /cX^ 
evidences of his (kill and fidelity, 70 degrees ftronger 
than Mofes for his veracity as an infpired writer, which 
charader this confummate critic has ventured to 
controvert, with needlefs repetitions of bis belief. 

a. Kennicott alleges, that fomc copies of the 
Hebrew Pentateuch, having the larger numbers, wer« 
extant in the 4th century. On the report of Eufebius 
the credibility of this fa£l is faid to reft. Other evidence 
is produced to confirm the belief of copies exifting in the 
7th, and even fubfequent centuries ♦. With all defe- 
tence to the veracity of thefc wltneffes, be it remarked, 
(hat their evidence is good for nothing. It ought 
/ to have been proved, by evidence, dired or circum- 
ilantial, that copies having the larger numbers did 

* Kcnnicott'8 remarks onfclc^ paflagcs, 1787. p. 17. 

adually 
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a£HialIy exift before the reign of Ptolemy Philadelphust 
the date of the Greek verfion. Be it fuppofed, though 
it cannot be admitted, that the incredulous Jews of the 
fecond century had mutilated the genuine chronology 
of Mofes, much more probable it is, that certain 
ChriAians, more zealous than honed, did a£lually cor- 
rupt certain copies of the Hebrew Pentateuch, by 
foifling in the amplified numbers of the Greek verfion. 
This might haVe been done by fome profelytes from 
Judaifm to Chriftianity, whofe attachment to the en- 
larged chronology prompted them to procure it the 
fan£lion of Mofes* authority. In the reglder of Jacob's 
family. Gen. xlvi. are various interpolations. Jofeph'i 
age was but 39 in the 130th of his father. The fon at 
the age of 30 was introduced to Pharaoh, and was then 
unmarried. After 9 years, on the arrival of Jacob, 
Manafifeh and Ephraim are in the Hebrew mentioned 
as the whole of Jofeph's family. But in the Greek 
verfion Manafieh and Ephraim had, each, two fons and 
a grand fon. Thefe were undoubtedly taken by the 
tranllators from a more recent catalogue. In like 
manner, fiy or feven fons of Benjamin were inferted 
in that lift, from the Hebrew books of numbers, or 
I Chronicles, many ages, perhaps, before the date of 
the Septuagint verfion. Mofes could not poffibly 
conflruft that rcgi Her in its prefent form : fo many and 
obvious arc its errors. Kennicott di 1 not apprehend 
it to be in the lead degree corrupted ; and in none of 
his bulky volumes does one hint occur for an emen- 
dation. — Thefe, and tlic like interpolations, might 

have 
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have been introduced, without an intention to falfif/ 
the original. More regard, however, was had to th0 
number of names, than to phyfical poflibility. 

-3. Whether the Hebrew numbers were curtailed, 
or thofe of the Greek verfion enlarged, the fraud was 
executed, wilfully, methodically, with provident fore- 
fight, and every plaufibleart of deception. Who were 
the agents i whether the Jews, or the Chriftians, of 
the fecond century ? Againft the Jews the charge it 
thus produced, in form and fubfiance, by very expert 
praftitloners in the court of calumny. 

" The Jews had a mind to have left out a century 
in the ages of all the patriarchs, before they begat chil- 
dren, and to have added it to the after-term of their 
lives : but they found, that, if they dropped the cen- 
turies in the ages of Jared, Methufelah, and Lamecb, 
before they begat children, (as they had done of all the 
reft), and added them to the remainder of their lives; 
they muft, by this reckoning, have extended their three 
lives, beyond the Flood *." 

It is replied. That no reafon, which could induce the 
Jews of the feCoiid century to falfify their records, 
occurs, or can be afligned. The contefted notations 
from Adam to Abraham relate primarily to the genea* 
logics of the intermediate families, and eventually to 
the accumulating years of the world. But in the firft 
or fecond century, neither the Jews, nor the Chriftians, 
computed times by the Mofaical numbers. In private 

• Jackfon's Chronol. vol. u p. 56* and Kennicott's StleSt 
Remarks, p. if. 
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families, and in their public affemblies for worfliip and 
inftruftion, the Greek verfion, as better underftood, 
was by both parties preferred. Certain it is, that 
the numbers in that verlion were enlarged at its very 
formation ♦. Now, if either party were convinced 
that an origin too remote by feveral centuries was 
aCcribed to the creation, the natural method would have 
been to reduce the notations in the Greek Pentateuch 
to a more authentic ftandard. That (bndard mull have 
been the Hebrew text ; if fo be that the Alexandrian 
interpreters firft deviated from the Mofaical com- 
putation. 

4. That the Jews, as a colleSive body, could, at no 
time after Mofes, and before the final cataftrophe of 
Jerufalem, by a public deed, vitiate their facred records, 
and efcape dete£lion, are points fo intuitively obvious^ 
that every attempt to evince the impoflibility of fuccefi 
in attempts for that end, would be a needlefs expence 
of argument. 

5. On the other hand, every fufplcious circumftance, 
every colour of a3ual guilt, and every probable temp- 
tation to amplify numbers, refls on the Alexandrine 
interpreters. 

It is faid, that they were but five in number, one 
for each volume of the Pentateuch ; and all confined 
to feparate cells t. But he it admitted that the number 
was Ixxii. much ftronger is the probability that fo 

• Sec Yardley's Genealogies, aud Winder on Knowledge, 
t For the truth of this fa(ft Pridcaux refers to the authority 
ofTraft. Sopherim cap.i, 

fmall 
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fmall i number of men fliould agree in a frauds 
than that the whole Jewifli nation, magiilrates, prielb, 
levites, fcribes, and people, did unanimoufly vitiate 
their facred books. Such a proje£l could not have been 
executed without a controverfy, and biilorians would 
have recorded the names of the agents, the time, the 
place, the motives, the circumftances, which obfirufted 
or favoured the reception of the fcheme. The impoilor 
Arifleas takes notice, that only one true copy of the 
Hebrew original was tranfmitted from Jerufalera to 
Alexandria. To prevent the danger of a (hameful 
detedlion, that one copy, if dlfmemberedanddellroyed, 
could never be produced, as an evidence either of 
fidelity or fraud. But at Jerufalem an immediate dif- 
covery mu(l have been unavoidable. 

6. It mud farther be confidered, that the tranflators 
of the Septuagint, whatever was their number, had very 
fpccious and prevalent inducements to amplify the 
Hebrew antiquities. Herodotus, mifled by the ollen- 
tatious vanity of the Egyptian priefts, afligned to that 
Empire an incredibly remote eftablifliment. This 
national pride, like the peftilence, foon infefted the 
contiguous inhabitants of Samaria and Phoenicia. The 
former, one full century prior to the time of Ptolemy 
Philadelphus, had procured a copy of thelaw for ihcufc of 
the temple on mount Gerizim ; and from every probable 
circumflance it is inferred, that the amplified numbers 
were firft inferred in that copy, [the Samaritan] and after- 
wards in the Greek verfion, where freedoms, far more 
i^nreafonablc, were taken with the venerable original ; 

which 
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which, however, both parties left immaculate. The 
rcfult of all ihefe prefumptions is, that the numbers of 
the Hebrew text were not retrenched, but thofe of the 
Greek verfion exaggerated. Be the terms of the in- 
diament, as framed by Jackfon and Kejmicott, in- 
▼crted, the following will be its tenor : 

•* The tranflators at Alexandria had a mind to add 
one century to the ages of all the patriarchs before 
they begat children, and to fliorten in proportion the 
after-term of their lives : but they found, that, if they 
augmented the ages of Jared, Methufelab, and Lamecb, 
before they begat children, (as they had done of all the 
left), they muft, by this reckoning, have extended 
thefe three lives beyond the Flood/* Every competent 
and impartial judge, who weighs probabilities in an 
equal balance, will pronounce, without hefitation, that 
the Alexandrian Jews, biafled by an attachment to an 
cxofbitant chronology, added about fifteen centuries 
to the Mofaical numbers, with the view of flieltering 
the Hebrews from the fuppofed reproach of an upfiart 
race, and a recent origin. 

7. Kennicott feig^ animaginary motive which be 
thinks influenced the Jews of the fecond century. 
<< Let it not be forgotten, that their plan was to bring 
back the birth of Jefus Chrift from the vith to the ivth 
Chiliad, from about the year 5500 to 3760 ; in order 
to prove, that, at the birth of Jefus, the time for th« 
Mefliab, was not then come *.'* 

• Oca. Diffcrt. p. %u and Remarks, p. %o» 
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The Jews were indeed inexpert chronologcrs, and 
the primitive Chriflians ftill Icfs accomplilhed. The 
former anticipating the birth of Abraham by 60 yeari, 
and retrenching almoft two centuries from the duration 
of the Perfian Empire, allow about 3760 years from 
Adam to our vulgar era. But thefe miftakes had nq 
reference to the term fpecified for the advent of the 
Mefliah. Their computation was much more accurate 
than that of the Cbriftian Fathers, prior to Jerom and 
Auguftine. If the birth of Chrift be brought into 
coincidence with 5500, the date exceeds the truth by 
almoft 15 centuries, whereas, that affigned by the 
mailers of the fynagogue falls fhort by about 244 year^. 
On the authority of tradition, they believed that the con- 
tinuance of the world would be fix millenaries, divided 
into three equal periods, under the Patriarchs, t|ie Law, an4 
the Mefliah ; and the viith millenary they chara£lerife4 
as fabbatical. This is the do£lrine of their Gemara, or 
collefiion of traditions ; but it certainly was much 
snore ancient. The opinion is reported by Bamabas» 
the companion of the apoflle Paul, and was n)aintained 
by others of the Cbriftian Fathers even thofe of the 
r^RST century ♦. 

8. Here is dircEk hiftorical evidence, authenticating 
the adherence of the incredulous Jews of the first 
century to the chronology of the Hebrew Pentateucb, 
in dired contradldion to thofe of the Cbriftian Fathers, 
whofe authority is alleged for the firft introdu^on qf 

• Bp. WatA>B's Tb€ol9gical Trias, toI. iii. p. 3I. 

thf 
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tic abbreviated reckoning in the second century. 
The truth is, that the Chriflian Fathers were them* 
felves th^ heretics of that age, as far as the computation 
of times is concerned. Except on this one principle, 
the plenary infpiration of the Alexandrian interpreters, 
it never can be affirmed, that Jefus Chrift was bom at 
Bethlehem in, or about, the year of the world 5500. 
The Hebrew notations conned this memorable event 
with the clofe of the ivth millenary. But if this latter 
date be reje6led the attribute of infpiration is transferred 
from Mofes to thefe interpreters, — a fet of rneii whofe 
names were never recorded in hiftory, of whofe abilities 
their verfion gives a very contemptible fpecimen, and 
whofe want of principle, in giving their (andion to 
the abfurd fidions of paganifm, ip oppofition to the 
authority of a venerable record, (which they were 
under facred obligations to tranflate with fidelity), 
tranlinits their infamy to all ages. 

9. Obvious are the reafons, which induced firft the 
Jiellenift Jews, and afterward thofe Chriftians who had 
objured gentilifm, to prefer the Greek verfion of the 
Old Teflament to the original Hebrew. One motive, 
as felf evident, fuperfedes a train of arguments ; both 
parties were totally ignorant of the language, in which 
the facred oracles had been compofed. 

The pofterity of thofe Jews, who accompanied 
Onias, the firft high prieft of the temple built in 
Egypt, like to that at Jerufalem, during the reign of 
Ptolemy Philometor, having acquired the Greek tonguey 
which had become vernacular over the whole Macedo- 

Egyptian 
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Egyptian Empire, entirely forgot the Hebrew. For 
this rcafon thefciiptures, according to the Greek verfion, 
yfCTC univerfally read in that temple, in all the fyna- 
gogues, and in all the private families, of the land. 

When the gofpel was firft preached in Egypf, 
Syria, and other provinces where the Greek language 
•wras fpoken, the apollles, and other Chriftian raiflion- 
aries, went into the fynagogues, and preached the 
doflrine of the crofs. Wherever they found difciples, 
appeals were made to thofe Greek fcriptures which 
teftlficd of Chrift; becaufe their hearers underftood no 
other. Hence cafy it is to account for the quick recep- 
tion of the Septuagint Bible, and its univerfal ufe» 
both in the Jewifti and Chriflian aflemblies, difperfed 
over the kingdom of the Greeks. 

It is, however to be obferved, that neither the one 
party, nor the other knew the diftinflion between the 
chronology of the Hebrew original, and of the Greek 
verfion. Without the leaft fufpicion of an attachment, 
in the tranflators, to the exorbitant computations of 
the gentiles, they implicitly received the notations of 
years exprefled in that verfion. 

The Jews, who continued in Paleftine from the 
rcign of Cyrus to the Chriftian era, natural it is to 
fuppofe, retained for a much longer fpace of time the 
life of their mother-tongue, and the reading of their 
original Scriptures ; nor does it appear that they 
generally preferred the enlarged chronology of the 
Hellenifts, before the time of their total difpcrfion. 

ID. After the overthrow of Jerufalem, Rome be- 
came the mother church. Before the end of the firft 

3 century 
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century nearly the whole of the fcriptures was publifbed 
in Latin *, which, under the title of the italic ver- 
sion, taken from the LXX. was mod probably read 
in the Roman church from the Apoftolical age for 
feveral centuries. Hence is inferred the almoft uni- 
verfal predileQion of the Chriftian Fathers, in favour of 
the Greek chronology. In the fourth century Jerom, 
diffatisfied on this account, (perhaps, among others), 
with that verGon, prepared an entire new tranflation 
from the Hebrew, and confequently reftored the pri- 
mitive Mofaical computation. Thus was the italic 
VERSION fuperfeded by a fubftitute, which the fynod 
at Trent pronounced Canonical. 

" The whole Chriftian chtirch, eaftem and weftern, 
and all the ancient celebrated writers of the church, neg- 
lefled the Hebrew computations, and adhered to the 
Greek \ till in the late century, fome, but not all of the 
Roman writers, in regard to the decree of the council of 
Trent about the vulgar Latin, took to the Hebrew 
computations, not becaufe they were the Hebrew, but 
becaufe the vulgar Latin agreed with them. Baronius 
obfcrves, that the church ufed anciently to compute the 
years from the creation, not according to the Hebrew, but 
according to the Septuagint, and cites many authors to 
confirm it. He might juftly have cited every ancient 
writer, except St. Jerom and St; Auftin. Among the 
moderns, Beza was the firft that had any doubts about 
the Greek chronology ; 1 fay, had doubts^ for he 
never abfolutely rejefted it, though he feemed more 

* Gregory's Church Hiftory, vol. i. p. 70. 
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inclined to the Hebrew. A few followed his opinion ; 
^nd they are but a few, in comparifon of the many 
that have gone the other way *.'* 

In times more liberal, and confequently lefs periIous» 
Uflier brought the fubjeft to the teft of cool difpaf* 
lionate .criticifm, and decided in favour of the Hebrew 
notations. This conclufion, the refult of prooft 
judicioufly chofen, and fairly flated, was happily fatif- 
faftory to the learned of every denomination : the pro., 
tellant churches having concurred with the popifh, iq 
the article of a truly fcriptural chronology, without the 
lead fufpicion of fwerving froip the principles of tha 
reformation, which feems to account for the timicl 
caution of Theodore Beza. 

About the middle of the paft century was the re- 
formed chronology exemplified, in the worthy Primate'9 
^NNALS of tbeOLD and NeW TESTAMENT. But 
after a few years Ifa^c Voffius revived the controverfy, 
^nd by the injudicious zeal of feveral learned and emi- 
nently good men, during the pafling century, is the 
erroneous fyftem rcftored. As an antidote to the per-t 
manent and general prevalence of a fcheme, fo incom-* 
patible with the integrity of the Hebrew Pentateuch, 
the author of the Researches undertake to produce 
dire£l hiftorical evidence that the protraded chronology 
was firil fabricated in the very formation of the Greel^ 
verfion ; — and to evince, that the concife reckoning of 
J^ofes allows fufficiei^ time for the population requifitQ 

* ♦ Sbuckford, vol. i. p, 61. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



PREFACE. XIX 

to conftrua the tower of Babel, if the dirperfion be 
referred to the later years of Pelcg's life, as the words 
of the facred hiftorian naturally admit this fcnfc, 
and not to the time of his birth. On this principle 
too it will appear evident, that, in the 75th of Abra- 
ham's age, 427 years after the Flood, the account of 
great kingdoms, magnificent cities, &c. then faid to 
cxift, is perfcflly confident with the courfe of nature, 
and improvement in arts. — If thefe pofitions can be 
verified, no plaufible pretext will remain for the utility 
of the expanded computation. 

In the following Iheets a fubjeft coeval with time, 
and wide as the planetary fyftem, is exhibited in minia- 
ture. It is an attempt to crcft Ancient Hiftory on a 
firm and permanent bafis, — an original epoch in 
reckoning, and to afcertain the lengths of thofe fixed 
terms in computation, of which the fum defines the 
pall age of the world, at any given period. Thus are 
events, prior, co-exiftent, or fucceffive, difpofed in 
their natural order. For thefe ends the Hebrew books, 
the moft ancient and bcft attefted in the world, are 
prefumed to afford the moft certain intelligence. 

From the gradual improvements in natural know- 
ledge, thefe oracles of infpiration derive an acceffion 
of evidence in every age. By critical (kill in ancient 
tongues and ufages, the facred phrafeology acquires 
precifionand fignificance. Reafon is congenial with 
faith, and even fcience gives her fanftion to revealed 
truth. Aftronomy and Chronology, applied to the 
Sacred Hiftory are, happily fabfervient to eftablifli the 
b 2 belief 
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belief of a wife, merciful, and juft Providence fuperin- 
tending the Univcrfe. If at any time, emergent per- 
plexities occur, to furmount wHich thefe ufefularts are 
inadequate, Genealogy fuggcfts fuch arrangements, as 
correfpond to the term of natural life, in the various 
periods of time. 

By feveral authors of eminent abilities and learning, 
have the genealogies from the firft to the fecond Adam 
been examined, but fuccefsfuUy adjufted by none. 
From Jacob to the diflolution of the Hebrew monarchy 
numerous are the fources of uncertainty : and as far as 
the writer's knowledge extends, the period from Solomon 
to Jofiah has been overlooked by all the critics and 
expofitors. In this Analysis the principal difficul- 
ties have been obviated, and, it is hoped, confiflently 
with the courfe of nature. 

Revealed religion is not now to be confidered as 
a matter of doubtful difputation ; — an inftitution which 
needs the benefit of an apology. This word implies, 
imperfeftion, if not demerit. It has flood the teft of 
Time, which, aided by the increafc of knowledge, never 
fails to expofc the fallacies of impofture, and fet forth 
the lullre of truth. If feveral parts of the hiftorical 
fcripturcs be not yet clearly underftood, certain it is, 
that nature, providence, and grace, have one origin 
and Lord ; and though myfteries occur wherever we 
direft our thoughts or eyes, we- may trufl, that time 
will yet unfold many fecreis of unfearchable wifdom, 
long before the final refult of things, when order and 
harmony (hdll crown all the works of God. 

To 
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To the purfuit and difcovery of truths fafliionable 
modes of thinking, and the prejudices of hoftile parties, 
have ever been unfavourable. This remark is fatally 
exeraplified in the hiAory of the Pagans^ Jews, and 
Chriflians. The Pagans^ cenfured the Jews becaufe 
their faored rites and national laws were diverje from 
all people: and the Jews hated the Pagans, whom 
they very uncharitably pronounced the profane and 
accurfed out-calb from the divine favour. One 
grievous confequence of predominant degeneracy, 
«mong the heathen tribes, was the lofs of primeval 
iradition ; and then vain imaginations fupplied the want 
of irtu hijiory. Generations and reigns, multiplied aC 
pleafure, fuggefted the notion of enormous antiquity. 
This was the prevailing foible of the gentile empires, 
about the time when the oracles oi hifiory and pro* 
phccy ceafed among the Hebrews, which was the era, or 
dawn of alphabetical compofition, over the wide domains 
of paganifm : and that foible bad become both extrava- 
gant and epidemical, in the age, when the Medo- 
Perfian Emph-e:fell» 

Wh£N the Alexandrian interpreters fet about their 
Verfion of the Mofaical volumes, the Egyptians had 
previoufly claimed, by immemorial prefcription, an 
origin of 36,000 years prior to Cambyfes ; nay Cicero 
feports^ that they boailed of celeftial obfervationi 
during the lapfc of 470,000 years ♦. Thofe inter- 
preters, oonftdering their kingdom as one of the oldeft 

• Dc Dirin. L r. 

b 3 ii^ 
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-in the world, wiflied to impart to the Hebrews, wJiofe 
religion they profeffed, a fmall moiety of the reputa- 
tion derived from antiquity ; and in the manner already 
fet forth, enlarged the times prior to Abraham, by the 
additi/On of 15 fiftitious centuries. This is oneinftancfe 
of f^ilhionable opinions, in their unhappy influence 
to rtiflead the minds of men. Other examples are in 
referve. 

II. A FORMER hint muft herd be repeated. Thofc 
Hellenift Jews, who had been inftruaed in the religion 
of Mofes, and with it in the language of Greece, were 
generally unacquainted with that in which the Pen- 
tateuch, and fubfequent volumes of the facred canon, 
had been compofed. They therefore could not difcover 
the frauds of the tranflators, in amplifying the years of 
the patriarchal genealogies. Not incongruous with 
reafonoi- probability is the fumiife, that fome individuals, 
at leaft, of thofe Hcllenifls, or that multitudes of their 
defendants, embraced the gofpel. Such profclytes 
from Judaifm to Chriftianity, doubtlefs continued as 
ignorant as before, of the primitive Mofaical chrono- 
logy ; and to the writings of Mofes and the Prophets, 
as then exfant in the Greek tongue, were they referred 
for the things concerning the charafler of Chrift. Be 
it not fuppofed, that Jefus or his apoftles appeared in 
that age to give the fanfiion to any one fchcmc of 
Chronology. Much more auguft were the objefls of 
their commiflion. Befides, the true chronological 
numbers, entire and unvitiated, were then, as now, 
extant in the Hcbrev^^ Pentateuch, the fole and fupremo 

flandard 
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ftandard for computation in every age. The faft here 
principally intended is the force of early difcipline, 
and of immemorial prefcriptiony on the minds of 
individuals, fefls, and fucceflive generations. 

It remains to confider the hoftile fpirit of faftion, in 
its baneful tendency to pervert the human judgement. 

Of the Chriftian Fathers a very great majority w^s 
better acquainted with the Greek, than the Hebrew 
Bible, and moft probably the incredulous Jews of 
Paleftine, in the firft century of our era. During the 
currency of that one century, it may be prefumed, 
the controverfy was firft broached, concerning tbc 
time fore-ordained for the appearance of the Mefliah : 
and the tradition already mentioned feems to have been 
common to both parties ; — that the vith millenary of 
the world was the proper date ; and, by the Greek com- 
putation, the then current century was about the center, 
or intermediate point, of that age, A. M. 5500. 

Pressed with this perplexing difficulty, the Rabbis 
of that time, who were beft acquainted with the 
Hebrew notations, betook themfelves to the ftudy of 
the original, and firft difcovered the profane difingenuity 
of the Alexandrian interpreters. Thus furniOied with 
well-tempered weapons from the Sacred Armory, thefc 
Rabbis might, as they very probably did, argue with 
the Chriftians, that in perfefl harmony with the genuine 
Chronology of the world, as ftated by Mofes, 2000 years 
were then to elapfe before the appearance of the Mefliah. 
Both parties raifunderftood the Scriptures to which 
tbey fcvcrally appealed. The Jews erred in deferripg 
5 ih^ 
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ihe advent of their Prince, to the end of the vith mille* 
nary* and the Chriflians, in adding 15 nominal cen* 
turies to the then age of the world. The natural efied 
of fuch remonllrances would have been convi3ion 6n 
both fides. But the Jews continued incredulous, and 
the Chriftians Ealfely charged their antagonifis with the 
facrilegious guilt of mutilating their chronology, to elude 
the charaflers of time which defined the advent of -the 
Meffiah. 

12. Jackson, with our other modern patrons of the 
Greek chronology, refers to certain records, where it 
it affirmed, that the Jews kept a yearly fefiival in 
honour of the old Greek verfion, and in pious thank- 
fulnefs for fo great a blefiing ; but that about A. D« 
130, they not only declared it to be full of errors, and 
forbade the reading of it; but alfo kept a folemn 
Fall on the 8th day of Tebetb, in order to curfe the 
memory ofits being then made*. 

On the authority of Philo, a contemporary writer, 
it is but equitable to admit the fa£l ; becaufe it is not 
rendered doubtful by contradiQory evidence ; but the 
affigned reafon, favouring fo ftrongly of calumny and 
of virulence, may juftly merit reprobation. Inveterate 
prejudice fleels the heart, fo as to pbftrufl and defeat 
the operations of fweet humanity, to violate all the 
regards due to that inviolable, that awful, that f^cred things 
TRUTH ; and to aim the hand, that organ of (kill, power^ 
and mercy, with the bloody weapons of perfecution. 

• Kennicott, Difiert. ii. p. 366. 

May 
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May it not be prefumcd, with every fignaturc of 
truth, that the Jews, yet declared enemies to the 
dodrine of the crofs, convinced that the Alexandrine 
veriion of the Pentateuch (from certain finifler motives 
had been wrelled to a partial conformity with the licen- 
tious computations of paganifm) had dete6led the grofs 
prejudices of the unprincipled tranflators, in favour of 
an incredibly remote antiquity ; and, in confequence of 
a difcovery, at once fo unexpefled and important, em- 
ployed Aquila to prepare a Greek verfion lefs repugnant 
to the original. That tranflation was publiihed, and, 
in procefs of time, two more by Theodotion and Sym- 
machus, (all within the fpace of 70 years, ending A. D. 
200), in which the genealogical numbers agree in 
quantity with the Hebrew texts. " It is remarkable, 
that Eufebius Emifenus who flourifhed about A. D'. 340, 
mentions Symmachus, (and not Aquila or Theodotion), 
Of always putting 100 years less, in the ancient genera^ 
tionsj agreeably to the Hebrew ; fo that if the Hebrew 
chronology was [were] contrafted, it was probably 
done in the interval between Theodotion and Sym- 
machus." The above aflertion of Eufebius is given by 
Montfaucon in his Prellmin. Diflert. p. 54 ♦. 

13. This affertion of Eufebius Emifenus, though ap- 
proved by Montfaucon and Kennicott, no lefs merits 
rejeQion, than the flander raifed by the Chrifiian 
Fathers againft the Jews of the fecond century, that 
ihty mutilated the genealogical notations in their Pen- 

* Kennicott, ii. 369. 
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tateuch. On teftiroonies which are highly rttptStMcf 
and reafons fuperior to every fufpicton of ambiguity^ 
it is maintained, that, after the overthrow of Jerufalein^ 
it was abfolutely impoflible for the Jews to corrupt, by 
a national deed, tl^ir canonical records. At fo recent 
a period the mutilation of their chronology would have 
availed them nothing. As they «:knowledged« that 
their promifed Deliverer had not appeared, a project to 
amplify their chronology would much better have ferved 
their put pofe. Befides, had they curtailed the yeari 
of all the copies in their pofleflion, an equal number, ai 
kail, was in the hands of the Chriilians, who would 
not fuffer fo glaring a corruption to pafs without 
fpirited remonllrances. 

1 4* On the whole, whatever reafonable and generous 
allowance fhould be made for (here and there) a wilful 
error by a fingle hand, or for incidenul overfights in 
the multiplication of tranfcripts, the Jews were faithful 
dcpofitaries of iheir facred books. The Samaritans en- 
larged the times in their copy of the Pentateuch, the 
Alexandrians in their verfion, and moreover bafely in- 
ferted a fpurious patriarch *. But in other refpefts the 
Hebrew chronology has been (by the fignal favour of 
a v/atchful Providence) tranfmitted pure, entire, and 
fa fe, to the pafling generation, at the commencement 
of the 59th century from the creation. 

15. This prefatory addrefs could not more appofitely 
end than with the following quotation from a late profi- 

• The fccond Cainan. 

cient 
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tient inSacrea CriticifiB. •« The light, that arofe upon the 
Chriftian world at the Reformation, hath ftill continued 
to increafe, and we trull willjhim more and more^ unto 
the perfe£f day. The labours of the learned have, from 
that time, by the bleffing of God upon the free exercife 
of reafon and private judgement, been greatly fuccefsful 
in promoting religious knowledge ; and particularly in 
laying open the hidden treafures of divine wifdom, con- 
tained in the Holy Scriptures. Much hath been 
done in this important work, and much ftill remains to 
be done. Thofe heavenly ftores are inexhauflible : every 
new acquifition leads on to new difcoveries ; and the 
moft careful fearch will flill leave enough to invite, and 
reward the- repeated refearches of the pious and induf- 
Irious, to the lateft ages. This is a work that demands 
our firft and moft earneft regard ; the fludies and af- 
Cftance, the favour and encouragement of all. To con- 
firm and illuftrate' these holy writings, to evince their 
truth, to (hew their confiftency, to explain their mean- 
ing, to make them more generally known and ftudied, 
more eaCly and perfe6Uy underftood, by all ; to remove 
difficulties, which difcourage the honeft endeavours of 
the unlearned, and provoke the malicious caviU of 
the half-learned : — this is the moft worthy obje£k 
that can engage our attention ; the moft important end, 
to which our labours, in the fearch of truth, can be 
direded. Here I cannot but mention, that nothing 
would more efieflually conduce to this end, than the 
^;^hibiting of the Holy Scriptures themfelves to the 

people, 
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people, in a more advantageous and juft light, by an 
accurate revisaloF our vulgar tranflation, by public 
authority. This hath often been reprerented ; and I 
hope will not always be reprefented in vain ♦.** 

• Dr. Lowth's Vifitation Sermon at Durham, 1758. 
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X53. 7. Rabbitical RabbinicaL 
C59. 18.4th 8th. 

a95. 4. Hezekiah'sjofiah's 
303. 7. admit omit 
353. 14* fedcrcal fidereal. 
381. 23. afifedus afiatiis. 
383. 23. Prolate Prelate. 
401. 12. Amaziah Uzziah. 



Shuah,p. ay. is twice (aid to have been the wife of Judah ; but 
by Gen. xxxviii. 1. and i Chron. ii. 3. the patriarch married 
a daughter of that Canaanitefs. 

N. B. For other miflakcs, if any fuch be, the Reader's indul- 
gence is requeued. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



< ' ' 

PROPOSALS 

FOR 

PRINTING by SUBSCRIPTION, 

Researches info the Origin and Progrefs of 
Hijlorical TimCj from the Creation to the Demfe 
of Tiberius Nero. 

IN THREE PARTS. 
X. T) R I N C I P L E S of computation by natural and 
inftituted meafures ; — days, weeks, lunations, 
equinoxes, folftices ; — fipgle years, natural and civil, 
common and biflextile, lunar, luni-folar, foiar-tropical, 
fidereal, hiftorical, prophetical ; — feftivals of the Jewifli 
vrorfhip ;— years in combination or circulating periods ; 
the olympiad and luflrum^ fabbatical years and 
jubiles, cycles of the fun and moon, eclipfes, with 
their repetitions ;— fixed periods, more remarkable 
epochs ih the facred and gentile hiftory ; rife and fall 
of ancient empires; — chronological ftile, the Grego- 
rian adjufled to the Aflronoraical llandard, and con- 
tinued back from the time of the Nicene council to the 
Chriftian era j thence to the origin of meafured time. 
To all thefe meafures are applied the generations of 
men, the duration of magiflracies, reigns, pontificates, 
and other fupremeor fubordinate dignities. 

II. Historical Arrangements from Adam to the 
acccffion ol Caligula, ia the year after the crucifixion ;— 
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comprehending occafional ftriQures on , the chronolo- 
gical fchemes of Petau, Scaliger, Ifaac Voffius, Sir 
W. Raleigh, Sir J. Marfham, Sir I. Newton ; Arch- 
bifhop Uftier j Bifhops Beveridge, Clayton, Cumber- 
land, Loyd, Mann, Newcome, Pearfe, Pearfon^ 
Richardfon, Squire ; the Reverend A. Bedford, Blair^ 
Jackfon, Kennedy, Kennicott, Playfair, Priefily, 
Strauchius, Whifton ; — as alfo on Grotius, Pilkington, 
Trapp,' Yardley, and other writers on the facred ge* 
nealogies ; Payley on fabbatical inftitutions. 

III. Dissert ATiONSon important fubjefb in facred 
criticifm, fubfervient to illuilrate or confirm the prin* 
ciples and conclufions in the foregoing parts. 

Dissert, i. On the dates of the books, in which 
is contained the hiflory of the Old and New Tefla- 
ment. 

2* Chronology of the Hebrews and Gentiles 
compared with rerpe£l to authority, genuinenefs, and 
truth. 

3. Examination of the genealogical numberi 
in the Samaritan and Greek Pentateuch, Jofephus, and 
others, difcordant with the Hebrew notations^ prior 
to the birth of Abraham. 

4. History of the Sabbath firom the primevalf 
freek to that of Chrift's refunredion. 

5. True times of the Hebrew feflivals fro^i the 
firft Paflbvcr in Egypt^ to the lad in Chrift's miniftxy. 

6. Oricin of alphabetical compofitioa and national 
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7- Means of prefcrving traditional knowledge^ 
prior to the era of written language. 

8. Gradual preparations for the introdu£lion of 
the gofpel. 

Illustrated with aftronomical calculations, and 
chronological tables. The whole intended for an 
improvement of Archblihop Uflier's Annals> and Sir 
i. Newton's Chronology. 

By theRev.RoBERT Walker, Reflor of Shing- 

ham, Norfolk. 

London to be printed for T^ Cadell jan. and 

W. Davies, (Succeflbrs to Mr. Cadell) in the Strand. 



CONDITIONS. 

The work will be printed on a fine paper, and 
elegant type, in two volumes quarto, price 2/. 2x« 
to be paid when copies are delivered to subscribers. 



ADVERTISEMENr. 

SoiAZ readers may pronounce every attempt to ere£l 
the fabric of ancient Univerfal Hiftory, on the4)afisof 
Agronomical Chronology, a vifionary projcft, to the 
execution of which the human faculties are inadequate* 
In the prefumptionfc that the fcheme is praSicable, the 
author proceeded to colleft materials, which he found 
to be various, fuitable to the propofed end, and fufficient 
to enforce conviftion. To facilitate the ftudy of, 
(acred literature, by evincing that the objeaions, daily 
A % urged 
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urged againft the credibility of the Holy Oracles, rife 
from ignorance and fophiftry, was bis prevailing motive 
to this arduous enterprize. 

Of truth in all its modifications God is the original 
fource, and aU his works it pervades. Nature, Provr- 
dcnce, and Grace, are diftinft departments of one grand 
and complex, but harmonious fcheme, in which are 
difierenccs of adminiftrations, but the fame Lord ; and 
drverflties of operation$>but the fame God, whoworketh 
all in all : that is, whofe all powerful energy condu£ls 
to admirable and beneficial ends, the feparate and 
combined tendencies of fecondary caufes, and fubordinatc 
means;, not to fpeak of moral agents, contributing their 
aid, without knowledge, and often beyond their in- 
tention. 

In the^ fafhionable phrafeology, nature is an inde- 
pendent principle, and providence, chance. — Words, 
as thus applied, are without a meaning. Grace too is ex« 
ploded by the profefi^ 4>upils of fatality, as the chimera 
of fuperftition and ioipofture. But if the univerfe be the 
refult of Eflcntial Pcrfeflion, if the events of time be 
overruled by all-direfling Wifdom, and if the difcoveries 
contained in the Bible were indeed vouchfafed by the 
« Father of Lights, who appointed the fun, moon, and 
flars, their circuits in the firmament of the heaven, to 
divide the day from the night, and to be for figns and 
for feafons, and for days and years,*' the obvious in- 
ference is, "That NATURE and providence are 
fubfervient to the difpenfation of grace." If the 
three mod^s of government have one common objeft, 

as 
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as tfaeyf have one common Lord, a perfedl ha^* 

moay of operation is fuppoCable, in the means, caufcs^ 
and efie£lsy employed duriag all the intermediate ftages. 

Thjs Sacred Annals, together with^ the Prophetical 
Oracles, define with fcientifical preciiion the interval, 
in days, weeks, months, and aftronooucal years, from 
Adam to the reign of Caligula ; nay foretcl fuch eventff 
as are now fulfilling, or yet to be fulfilled, prior to 
the confummation of things. No where elfe is a primary 
fource of computation to be found. This interval is- 
fubdivided into diftinS parts, each of a determinate 
length, and all conducive both to the eafc and certainty 
of reckoning ; — for example. 

From Adam to Noah ; hence to Abraham, and from 
him to Mofe^, is the patriarchaj economy continued, 
and the fevcral periods circumfcribed within limits 
charaflerifed by defined afironomical quantities. 

In like manner is afcertalned the fpace from Mofes 
to JoQjua, and from the intermediate judges, to Samuel ; 
whence the computation proceeds by Kings to the 
rife of the Chaldean monarchy. 

Thb canonical hiftory of the Jews ends about 440 
years before the crucifixion, that i^ half a century 
^fter the commencement of the famous feventy pro- 
phetical weeks : 368 years from the reftoration of the 
Olympiad, 345 from the Varronian era, and 339 from 
that of Nabonaffar. By the feventy prophetical weeks 
is the chronological chain continued, from the firft 
point in meafured time, without the lofs of one link ; 
i^nd by thefc three notable er^s of the gentiles, is the 
^ 2 Sacred 
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Sacred Hiftory brought into aftronomical connexion 
with that of the pagan empires, in continuous fuc- 
ceflion, and co-exillent periods. 

Christianity, or thedoftrine of grace, is not quite 
fo ancient as the creation. But it certainly did com* 
mencc immediately with the apoftacy in paradifc. 
Before fin entered into the world, the luminaries had 
begun their courfes, and by their periodical revolutions 
are mcafured, with an exadlnefs, which extends to the 
minuteft fraftional parts of time, thofe intermediate 
ages from the prime fource of computation to the very 
" day, when the fecond Adam rofe from the grave, to an 
cndlefs life and univerfal dominion. 

Though it is not affirmed, that atliftinft knowledge 
of the chronological charafters, in the Bible, is of equaJ 
importance and neceflity with belief in the dodlrines 
and faQs of Revelation ; yet, if the veracity of the 
facred writers can be eftabliQied on the bafis of de- 
monftrative fcience, it muft appear, that the objec- 
tions, ftill urged againft the credibility of the holy 
oracles, arc the offspring of ignorance and fophiftry. 

For evincing the certainty of the Bible Hiftory, 
Genealogy is an effential ingredient. During the firft 
three ages of the world, that is, from the creation to 
the Exodus, the fum of the intervals in family dcfcents 
is the paft duration of the planetary fyftem. In afcer- 
taining this criterion of chronological truth, one axiom 
is fundamental : " The age of procreation muft accord 
^'- with the ftandard of natural life, in the feveral ages . 

^?x of the world." This axiom merits exemplification. 
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1. " All the days of Jared were 962 years, and he 
diedi** This notation barmonifes with that other 
chronological cbarafler, which conneds the birth of 
Enoch with the 262d year of the fame Jared. 

a. From the birth of Arphaxad to tliat of Nah6r 
the grandfather of Abfaham, (feven generations), the 
ufual f^ndard of natural life was between 250 and 300 
years, and the common age of procreation 30, plus 
minus. Thefe arrangements are congruous with the 
courfe of nature. But in the generations, after Nahor, 
the ultimate period of mortality was comprefled within 
lefs protraded limits v and, at the fame time, the mean 
proportion' of generations was extended to 60 years and 
upwards, in the line at lead of Tcrah by Abraham* 
That, in all the other families of Noah's progeny, and 
even thofe in the line of Shem by Haran and Nahor^ 
the fons of Terah, procreation made a lefs rapid pro- 
grefs, during a feries of generations, is not credible. 
But probable reafons may be affigned for a longer fpace 
between defccnts in the families of Ifaac and Jacob, 
than of Iflimael and Efaii. Here a minute fpecifi-^ 
cation would be improper. 

-3. After Terah was the flandard of natural life 
comprifed within the fpace of two centuries ; yet if 
the reckoning be continued from Judah exclufively to 
the dcfcent into Egypt, be was the grandfather of two 
twins, Hezron and Hamul, by Pharez, the youngeft of 
four fons, at the time of that defcent : fcarcely half 
9 CCntpry. The improbable circumftances are ;— 
A 4 Judah*s 
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Judah's marriage was not folemnifcd before th^ 27 tb 
year of his age ; — neither was Pbarcz born before, the 
expiration of 20 years more, and 27+20=47 : which 
obvious and fbort operation continues the reckoning 
to within two years of Jacob's removal with hiswholp 
family from Paleftine to Egypt ; in which expedition, 
Pharez, Hezron, and Hamul, are mentioned among 
the threefcore and fix fouls who accompanied Jacot^ 
and his defendants, from the ; 2 patriarchs. Much 
more natural it is to poftulate, that thefe and many 
other names, now extant in the xlvith chapter of 
Genefis, were taken from records of a fubfequent 
date, to fill up deficient iiames. ^ %0 cl /f ^ 

4. The generations pofterior to the iWiiiiix iula 
C aHMH i and prior to the birth of David, are but four, 
and the interval in time 406 years ; each fon muft there^ 
fore have been born at or after the 109th of his 
father's life- In four fucceflive inftances fuch incident^ 
^re improbable, efpecially on the popular hypothefis, 
that natural life was reduced to its prefent ftandard fo 
early as the egrefs from Egypt. Such iricoherent prin- 
ciples and contradidory deciCons, found criticifm muft 
not only explode, but re-eftabli(h felf-confiftent truths. 

From natural phenomena the facred annals derive 
cpnfirmatiop. Memorials of a deluge once univerfa^ 
pxift in every climate. The acomplifhment of pre- 
diSions, which threatened the defolation of feveral 
cities, fome of them never to be rebuilt, is recorded in 
authentic hiftory, though difficult it is to afcertaln the 
names of fome, or the file of others. Of ^any notably 

f^rm^ 
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lerms in computation, commemorative ordinances wefie 
appointed at the time, ^nd remain to this day ;-^the 
weekly fabbath from the creation, the Paffover and 
other periodical folemnities of Judairm from the Exodus^ 
the Feaft of Purim, &c. No fuch credentials occur ia 
the annals of paganifm. The vaunted achievemenits o£ 
S^miramis, Sefoftris, Alexander, Auguftus, &c. are 
i^ot perpetuated by memorial, in a continuous feries, 
from the ages in which they lived tp the pre&nt 
times. 

Th£ antiquities of Egypt have been carried thoufands 
of years beyond thofe of the Hebrews; ihofeof Chaldea^ 
hundreds of thoufai^ds ; and thofe of China, millions ; 
but their wildly exorbitant coipputations reft on n^ 
fcientifica) principles. Their feveral dynafti^s, conr 
|lru6led without regard to a firft point of reckoning, to 
natural meafures of time, or combinations of its integral 
parts ; to generations, in a continued progreffion ; or 
^ohiftorical incidents ; exhibit every afpeft of allegory| 
fi6lion, and deliberfite forgery. 

With the like charafters of incredihility, though of 
an inferior degree, is the chronology of the Gr. Pen- 
tateuch chargeable. It enlarges the count of year^ 
from Adam to Abraham by almoft fifteen centuries^ 
Not the leaft veftige of evidence, occurs, or can be pro- 
duced, to juftify the conjeflvire, that the Mofaical 
numbers in the fifth and eleventh chapters of Genefit 
were greater in the days of Ptolemy Philadelphus than 
^n our Bibles now ; or that they have been abbreviated 
\n the intermediate ages. The Alexandrian TranOators, 

milled 
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mifled by the incredible antiquity, which the Egyptian 
priefts afcribed to their monarchy, rafhiy adventured to 
falfify the true Mofaical chronology, not by changing 
the genuine numerical notations, but by adding one 
century to the age of feveral patriarchs at the nativity 
of their fpecified fons. In the ivth century of the 
Chriflian era viras the fraud difcovered, and in part 
reflified, by Jerome, in his vulgate Latin verfion. His 
authority, however, was inadequate to remove the pre. 
judices in favour of a fcheme eftablifhed by prefcription* 
The Jews at laft, adhering to the Mofaical text, with- 
drew their regard from its faulty verfion; and the 
weftern churches of Chrillendom, adopting Jerome's 
Latin Pentateuch, received unawares the true Hebrew 
chronology. Yet the Proteftants at the Reformation 
generally approved the amplified numbers of the Alex- 
andrian interpreters. About the middle of the paft 
century, A. B. Ufher reftored the Hebrew computa- 
tion, which Whifton and certain later writers have 
ventured once more to explode. Were this verfion^ 
now preferred to the original, in every other refpeft 
fuperior to reprehenfion, in one view it is exceptionable. 
Mofes was the firft who inftrufled mankind concerning 
the origin of tlie world, the time of its formation, and 
the hiftory of the firft ages. No ftrefs is here laid on 
the evidences which authenticate his fpecial and pecu- 
liar commiflion, to teftify that the univerfe is the 
produ£lion of wifdom, goodnefs, and pbwer, all ade- 
quate to the exifting phenomena. With rcfpeft to pri^ 
orityoftirae, harmony of parts, congruity withnature^ 

and 
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•nd every circumftance of credibility, whether intrinfic 
or adventitious, his report has every eriterion of truth* 
Neither the Scribes who executed the Samaritan copy, 
nor the coromiflioners who fabricated the Greek verfiony 
and, from finifter views, corrupted the original nuroben 
of the Pentateuch, have the leaft claim to implicit 
bdief, much lefs to preferable credit. On the moral 
charader of witneffes always depends the validity of 
their teftimony. That of Mofes is fuperior to every 
fufpicion of deficient or fallacious materials, artfully 
conne<Sed to miilead a credulous multitude. 

What though his account of events and dates was 
not compiled from records of former times ! Originality 
is not an infallible criterion of impofture. Counter«» 
feit coin implies a pre-exiflent model. It muft be 
noted, that Mofes. could not impofe on his contempo* 
raries a fiflitious hiftory. By his arrangements above 
2500 years had elapfed from the creation to the paflage 
over the Red Sea. From Adam to Noah tradition 
bad pafled through but 9 ftages in 15I centuries, a term 
fcarcely equivalent to three' of our generations, as 
now comprefTed within the limits of a fingle century. 
Shem the fon of Noah lived five centuries after the 
birth of his fon Arphaxad, and confec^uently died in 
che 60th of Ifaac, which is the year of Jacob's birth, 
co-incident with A. M. 21 ^g^. Levi, the fon of 
Jacob, converfed with his own grandfon, Amram, the 
father of Mofes. So that from Jacob to Mofes, both 
excluded, are but two generations during the lapfe of 
4.^0 yc^rs before the Exodus j — a period, not much 

exceeding 
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exceeding 60 years of traditional hiflor}'. As the 
me^ioiy of the patriarchs, colleflively, was in the ages 
prior to alphabetical coinpofitiony the treafury of aui- 
thentic hiftorical truth, iinpofTible' it was for Mofes to 
efcape detection, if he had pretended to^ contradid the 
juniverfal report of uncornipted tradition, 

Ingrfdulity may ftill remonftrate, that traditioa 
could not prefcrve pure and unvitiated the contents of 
the Mofaical hiftory, during the currency of twenty- 
gve centuries. 

It is replied, that the hiftory of the world's origin 
jcould not he known without a fupernatural communica- 
tion. To Adam it was firft of all revealed. Who 
will venture to deny, that it was, if need were, re- 
peated to Mofes ? A late ♦ tranflator of the primeval 
hiftory (cruples to admit the divine infpiration of the 
writer. Let him enjoy all the credit and comfort of 
his own paradox. 

In the writings of Mofes, as in the other volumes of 
the facrcd code, arc recorded many things, which 
human fagacity could not forefep. The Lawgiver of 
the Hebrews, in particular, foretold the fpecifical puniftir 
ments refcrvcd for that people, if they fhould dege- 
nerate into idolatrous pra6lices, and reje£l theGR£AT 
PROPHET, to be raifed up from among their brethren. 
They contra£led that guilt, and underwent the awful 
judgements, which had been denoubced. Thedifperfed 
j»nd forlorn condition of their poflcrity^ at this day^ 

• Pcddjcs. 

bfars 
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tears Vitnefs to the prophetical charaSer of the firll 
liiftorian. As without a divine impulfe he could not 
predifi the events of a remote futurity, it camiot be 
incongruous to fuppofe, that, in compofing the hiftorjr 
of 25 part c<inf6frics, he was under the influence of 
fupernatural direftion. 

During the late century, the patrons of facred 
literature fignified their wifli to have all the exifting 
manufcripts of the original Hebrew and Greek texts 
of both Teftafnents carefully compared, that fome one 
copy, worthy to be lidmltted as the ftandard of textual 
purity, might be compiled from many, and retain the 
verity which pervades all. By the laudable induilry 
and flcill of fcveral accomplifhed mafters in lacred 
criticifm, have the fanguine hopes of the Proteftant 
churches been amply gratified, and not without th« 
concurrence of the learned in the Romifh communion. 

Some of the reafons urged for collating manufcript 
and primed copies, vcrfions, (ancient and modern), 
quotations, &c. merited immediate regard, and liberal 
encouragement. Others fpecious, but nugatory, cap- 
tivated the attention of the public ; and by a kind of 
difaftrous fatality, " the worfe appeared the better reajon^ 
to perplex and dafh matured counfels." For the pre- 
ference of I he amplified Greek chronology to the very 
moderate Hebrew notations, the argumehts are, " as 
the drop from a bucket, fmall duft in the balance, and 
lefs than nothing," Of a ftiinuie fcrutiny, the refult was 
a pcrfeft harmony between all the chronological 
charafters from Adam to Terah. Yet, as if thr Hebrew 

numbers 
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numbers had, as uniformly contradldory and merito^ 
xious of reprobation, forfeited every claim to proba« 
bility ; the report of the Greek tranflators, vague as k 
generally is, and, in its chronology, conviSed of 
deliberate and wilful forgery, is fct forth by Whiftou, 
Brett, Hay, Jackfon, Kennicott, and Geddes, as the 
primary model of chronological precifion. 

Ev^RY friend to the. human race, and to chrifliamty, 
which comprehends. the intercft of the whole fpecies, 
mull derive pure complacence from the continually 
multiplying editions of the Englifti Bible from the 
Britiffi prefs. Many of them, as fpecimens of elaborate 
anechanifm, fuperfine paper, elegant types, fuperb 
binding, exquifite fculptures, and other exterior deco- 
rations, folicit and obtain extenfive and liberal en- 
couragement. 

It is with deference fubmitted to the judgement of 
an impartial and difceming Public, what regard may be 
due to Propofals, of which the ultimate objed is to 
accomplifli Sir Ifaac Newton's arduous enterprize, fo as 
to make Sacred Hiftory fuit with itfelf, with the 
Annals of Paganifm, with the natural meafures of 
time, with national eras, . with the courfe of nature 
in the generations of men, and with civil magiftracies. 

Subscriptions to be tranfmitted to any of the 
Bookfcllers in Great Britain ; or to the author. No. 6, 
Crown Court, Little Pultney Street, Weflminfter. 
The papers, now ready for publication, will be fent to 
prefs, as foon as a competent fubfcription (hall be 
notified. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



In ati age when the natural meafures of time are 
exa£lly afcertained, and the arts of computation 
reduced io fyllematical preciCon, it may fecm a paradox, 
itiat thefc arts have never been applied to thofe mea- 
fin^es, with a degree of fuccefs which infallibly dcter« 
mlries the pift dutatiort of the world. 

Chronology can be carried no farther back than 
the mod remote point in hiftort<^al time* All beyond 
is the region of pufe aftronomicai operations, which 
mark imaginary limits in antemundan duration. 

The vdlgar Chriftian Era, with refpeft to which 
all dates afe denomirlated prior or fubfequent, is, by 
immemorial prefcription, accounted the center of 
aftronomicaf calculati(m$» For. example, from the fir ft 
of January A. D. ij^Sf count back 1794 folar tropical 
years, the reckoning is carried up to January ift in 
the number of the Julian period 4.714, where the era 
begins with* unity. Hence continue the retrograde 
feries of natural years up to that fir ft point, which 
Mofes calls the beginning, when God created the 
Jieavens and th^ earth. j— there meafurcd Time begins. 
B Com« 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Computation may proceed farther, if the cxiftcnce of 
the planetary fyftcra be fttppofed: but beyond the 
primary fource of mcafured duration, divided into dif- 
tma portions, by the revolving luminaries, neither 
chronology nor hiftory can proceed. 

How is the (jLiantify of this retrograde ferrcs defined? 
By fixed periods,exrending progrefTively from the origir* 
of thipgSy to the time of the crucifiseion- ThehrftOTicat 
records of the Hebrews, it is trucy leave a void fpacc 
€Jf more than four centuries, prior to the annals of the 
New Teftament. But this apparent deficiency is abun;-. 
dantly con^nfatedv- by the infalUble oracles of pro- 
phecy, vrhich fpecify an interval^ of 49a ycvs, to 
commence ufitb a: certain dafp, fubfequent to the, 
return of the captives from Babylon, and to end witb. 
the cutting off of the MeflTiah. The feiie* in the retro- 
grzi^ order, is thus completed : 
From the Crucifixion, 
To the date of E2Ta's Commifl&oir - 45cy 

Pvenhrow of Jerufalem and the Temple 130 . 
Foundation of the fir(^ Temple ^ 426^ 
Releafe from Eg>pt - - 4S0 

Date of the fojourning in Canaan and 
Egypt . . ^ 43a 

Termination of the Deluge ' ^ 428 

Creation « <» 165& 

4P4o^ 

It isr to be noted, that the cotnputation- bfe^ms witte 

the timecOf the vernal equinox intbo year of ouf Lord^s 

paflSon^ and therefiwrc ends with the fame caidinat 

fomt in the firil year of the wo^,^ though fi;& months 
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vfter the Creation ; for at the Exodus wa^ introduced 
m change of ftile, by which the feventh month of th^ 
primitive year, as anciently computed, became the fiiA^ 
as then ahered : " This month (h»ll be unto you the 
beginning of months ; it (hall be the firil month of the 
year." 

By the Jtiliail calendar, every Hebrew year, counted 
from one autimuial equinox to another, fails in with 
two nutnbers of the Julian period. The firft year of rhe 
world therefore expired the 31ft December 706; and 
the fecond began January 707^ By this rule, the timtf 
of the crucifixion coincided with the feventh month of 
the year 4041 from the creation. Kence dcduft 37, t&^ 
current year of Cbrift's life, the time of his narivitjf 
is conneSed with 4004. 

.Th£ prefumsd uncertainty of an InfaUjble fiandard 
in computation has long perplexed chroiiologers. lit 
the Hebrew Anniils tiie notationn o( time have every 
ctofonabte daiid to preferettce. That thofe whicli 
define the &tervalfroorAdam t» Abraham have beett 
cgregioidly cohruprdd, i^ motiftftion or accidcfnt,^ bath 
oft^ b^n afltrmed, but never p'Svcd. The number^ 
ih the vtb and xith cbaptert oV Genefis, as exhibited 
& the Greek verfioiv exceed t&ofci in the Hebii»W^ 
origuUi by about 1560 years. But the tranflatdt:^ 
in compliance with that epidemical afFedattoii of a 
remote oiigiaY if^bkh then Had became previteM 
among the Gemik Hationsf enlarged, (by dtie century 
each}, the' agb of fifteen psi^iarcbs at the birth of their 
fpecified feas* ImpeHed by thd iame vanity, Jbfepbus, 
kaving the HebreV^text foil in his vi^w» p^ferr^d x\m 
L.. B a exaggerated 
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4 Division of the Tiuzi 

exaggerated chronology of thefe interpreters, uiKfer 
the falfe pretence of tranflating faithfully from the 
priginal. The Samaritan copy differs from botb> 
fometiraes by defefl^ fometimes by excefs ; but none of 
all the three is of equal authority with the genuine 
Hebrew Annals. 

I Or the world's origin Mofes gave the firft, and the 
only authentic account ; and thence to the year of his 
own death continued the biftory in an orderly feriesvof 
flriking events, intermixed, or rather infcparably coni* 
nefled with fuch decifive charaiflers of time, as define 
the pad duration of the world, at. the entrance into 
Canaan. The whole interval is 2554 aflronomicai 
jrcATs, fix mbmha. > 

With equal Cgnaturcs of prccifion,. and without 
<>ne ;va(5antl fpace, is. the chronology of the Hebrews 
ptofeiTedly, and of the Pagan nadonsiinfcidentally con* 
tinue^fro?! one fUge to* another. 'Where the hiflory 
by Mofc* cnds> there jihat'by Jofhua begins, not withi* 
9ut pbv'^us hints of a Wntmuation. In the fame 
manner is the lipe pf chronological order prolonged, in 
fhe bidory ;cf th< Ji^ps, including' that of Ruth, to 
tjie death of Samfdnl In the tvh> books of Samud^ 
andithe firft of the Kings, is> the hiftorjrof Sarmoei^a 
govertipiQQt, with that o( the : firft two monarchs, de^ 
(cribjcdv in a regular feri^s of events^ .and with reqoifite 
aoutions of time. ' Ih the 4th:of'Sol9nioh werethe 
i^ndations of the Templ^ laid, during the currency 
of tlie 49oth year from tke Enodus. DeduQ the 40 
years fpent, in the de£ut ; the interval from the paiTage 
9vcr Jordan is 440 : abd 440 -f- 2554 ^^994, wbkli 

fuM 
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iiiin is tlxc age of the Mwrld in full years, not in- 
dudUig the 4th of Solomon, whence a new term in 
computation begins. 

. From the 4.th of Solomon to the 3d of Jehoiakim, 
both included, is a period of 408 years. Add the 70* 
years of the captivity ; 408 4- 70 = 478 + ^994 =2' 
3472, the age of the world at the return from Babylon, 
txcludtng the firft of Cyrus. 

From Darius the Mede to the isth of Darius No-: 
thus, beyond which the canonical records of the He-^' 
brews do not extend, the intermediate fpace is laH 
years, which bring down the computation to A. M. 
3600. 

. This long period with refpeft to' the Hebrews, (no 
part being unknown or fabulous) is all purely 
HISTORICAL. It has been pronounced an imper« 
fieQion ia the Hebrew annals, that the hiAory con- 
tained in them can be authenticated by no collateral 
telliraony. But neither can it be difproved by authentic 
records of equal antiquity, and credit. Paganifm had 
neither oracles, nor national hiflories, of fo early a date» 
or fo well attcAed* 

As the final period of the Hebrew monarchy drew 
nigh, the (acred writers had the precaution, or, rather» 
were (tipernaturally directed, to connefl their national 
chronology with that of the co-exiAent Pagan ilates. 
For inAance, Jofiah was contemporary with Pharaoh 
Necho, king of Egypt :-^the4th of Jehoiakim was tho 
I A of Nebuchadnezzar; whofe i8th was the loth of 
Zedekiah :-^In the i A of Cyrus were the Jews ho- 
aourably difmifTed from Babylon :— in the 6tb of 
B 3 Dariuf 
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Darius Hyftarpis was the ieeoncl temple Bnilhti :--« 
io the Tib of Artaxerxes Longitnanus did Ezra receive 
his commifTion ; Nehemiah his in the 20th. Thefe 
aad the like notations, though feemingly incidentaU 
are of fignal ufe in .conneding the Jewifli hiflory 
ivith that of the Gentiles. To the fame im'portant 
end are the feveral chronoJogical eras of paganifm emi- 
nently fubfervient ;— the Greek Olympiad, the Var- 
rontan Epochs of Rome, Nabonaflar, the Seleucidz ; 
Ptolemy^s Mathematical Syiuaxis, &c. 

In the long interval from Nehemiah to the £van« 
geliib, (and indeed ever after the return from Babylon), 
the Jews having become tributary to the four mo- 
narchies in fucceflion, their hiftory is intermixed, with 
that of the nations among whom they were difperfed ; 
and is yet extant ia the writings, which have been 
tranfinitted, either in part or entire, to the prefent 
age. Certain fragments of their ftory, no where eHe 
to be found, are prefervcd in the two Apocryphal 
books d the Maccabees. Jofephus, the glory of his 
nation, in its laft period, has exhibited a perpetual 
commentary on the infpired hifiorical books, and a 
continuation of the national annals, collje£led with great 
induftry and judgment from many repofitories of au- 
thentic hillorical information, long fince deflroyed ; 
but ftili extant in hi^ valuable books of the Jewilh 
Antiquities and Wars; which extend nearly to the 
fecond century of our era. The^gredients of the in- 
termediate hidory, fb far from being deficient, are in 
Car greater abundance, than is neceflary to conduQ the 
patient and ikilful chronologer from ^ne fiage to 

another^ 
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iit\atlier, in computation, tUl he arrive at that brilliant 

period in pagan literature ; — the Auguftan age. 

Among the Greek authors, of fuperior hotc, the 

foHowing, in the orfer of time, merit fpecia! regard: 

Herodotus, Thucydides, Xenophon, Polybius, Diodo*. 

irus Sic. Dtonyfius HaL PlutarcK, Arrian, Appian^ 

Diogenes Laert. f hilofiratus, Dioli Caflius. The 

JjrindpjJ Roniah Writers who(e works yet remaining 

tondtice to adjuft the chronology and hifiory of their 

t>vm nation to computafions in ufe among other ftates, 

t!tt either the gertcrai hiftorians, as Livy ; — thofe who 

wrote of particular periods, as Salluft, JuliufeCaelar; — 

epttomifts, as Sucropius, Flofus, Paterculus ;-*anti« 

quaries, as Cito, VarrO, Gellius; — biographers, as 

C. Nepos, &t. Thus was it providentially ordaided 

that no blank fpace (kould be left in the long period from 

thd firft to the fecond Adam. In flioit, from the 

feventh day of the primeval week, when the Almighty 

re&ed from the work of creation, to the firft day of 

that week, when Jefus Chrift rofe from the grave, as 

the LIVING HEAD of a NEW WORLD, whether the 

computation proceed by the combination of natural 

days into weeks, lunations, equinoxes and folftices; 

by fin^e afironomical yetirs, or cireulating periods of 

fuch years; by the generations of men, or thedura« 

ihti of reigns, pontificates^ and other magiftractes | 

not one day can be acquired or loll, during the lapfe 

of 4040 yearSi fix monthi ^f 

The 

♦ It muft be admitted, that, in reckoning from the primary 

taktCK of meafiurcd time, to the erucifixiop, by the Julian year, 

B 4 (a recent 
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The years from the day on which Chrift role from 
the grave, to that on which the Creator refted from 
his work, have, by notations cxprcffed in the holy 
oracles, been circumfcribed within the limits of 4040 
years, fix months. A perfeft cube, thrown in any 
dircftion, on 9 plain furface, mull ever light upon 
an equal fide. If the computation now proceed in 
the progreflive order, from the 7th of the primeval 
week, to the day on which our Lord rofe to an 
cndlefs life, the refult in days, weeks, and years, will 
be the fame ; even thoqgh periods different in quantity 
be adopted. 

Years from the firft of Adam, in the > 

year of the world . ^ 00 

Tq the end of Noah's 601 ft year * 165? 

Commencement of Abraham's 

fbjourning - 428 2085 

Departure of the I2 tribes 

from Eg>T)t - 430 2514$ 

Foundation of the firft temple 480 2995 

Its conflagration - 426 3421 

. Date of Ezra's commiffion 130 3551 

True hiftorical year of Chrift*s 

nativity - 453 4004 

Year of the crucifixion - 37 4040^ 

(a recent and unaftronomical meafurc), an excrcfcencc of si 
fupemumcrary days is collcfted. But retrench this noininal 
quantity of time, which has no root in planetary revolutions, 
no dijTcrcnce will remain, except that between time real zad 
Apparent, which is itfelf the fubjeft of calculation. 

CHAP. 
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C H A p. I. ^ 

Vulgar and Hijlorical Dates of the Chri/iian Era^ 

f 

PRIOR to the rcfurreaion of letters in Europe 
very little progrers had been made in the art of 
computing times. The ufe of aftronomical chronology 
to methodize hiilory was no fooner perceived, than 
jScaliger, Petau, and other learned foreigners, applied 
their great talents to the elucidation, of a fubjeci, ti|l 
then involved in a maze of perplexity. Not alrogethef 
fruitlefk were their efforts ; for partial light was educed 
from palpable darknels. 

In the paft century the Moft Reverend Dr. Jamei 
UAer, primate of Armagh, finding the fchemes of all 
his predeceiFors in chronological enquiries, equivocal* 
difcordant, and contradi£lor}% embarked in the (ame 
arduous enterprife, not without the fanguine hope 
of momentous difcoveries. The refult was a fyfiem 
of all others the neareft to truth, yet not altogether 
exempt from imperfe£Uons. His Annals of the. World, 
though the capital produ£Uon of a great mailer, a^d 

hitheita 
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hitherto juflly efteemed, as an invaluable treafure ot' 
ancient uniyerfal hiftory, are con(lru£led on an erro- 
neous hypothefis. 

DiONYSjus the Little brought the vulgar era of tl^e 
nativity too low by fcur years. For from thegofpel hiftory 
it is evident, that Jefus was born while Herod was living ; 
and many infallible charaders of time evince, that this 
prince died in the fpring, a fhort time before the tolemni- 
^ation of a paffover, and a few days after an eclipfe of 
the moon, ohfcrved at Jericho, on the morning of the 
13th March, A. P. Jul. ,4710. If the 25th of the 
preceding December were, as commonly fuppofed, the 
true date of our Saviour's birth ; if, by the order of 
Herod, the innocents were maffacred on the 28th of 
the fame month ; and Jefus, in the intermediate fpacc, 
were removed into Egypt, as he certainly was, prior 
to that itiaffacre ; — it muft follow that the prefentation 
6f him in the temple was deferred till after his return 
from Egypt. But the law had prefcribed the 40th day 
of every mde infant's Efe for that folemnity ; • and the 
warning to return from Egypt was fubfequent to 
Herod's demife, which did not happen before the 20th 
of March. Confequently our Lord's prefentation in tha 
temple and the rnaflfacre of the innocents^' were prior 
to the 28th December A. P. J. 4709. The date of his 
t^rth is, with the higheft degrees' of hiftorical proba« 
bility, referred to the feaft of tabernacles in that 
year. 

Thus, without mcurrlng the cenfure of a raft 
fltlermmation, nay the birth of Chrift be cohnefbd 

,siear]y 
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neatly with the time of the autumnal equinox A* M. 
4004, coincident, as before, Avith the number of tbc 
Jul. Per. 4709. 

By this arrangement is the metachronifm of the 
Dionyfian era reSified. The worthy Meuopolitan^ 
however, fixing on this true hiftorical term of the 
nativity, pronounces it, (by a Aiange confufion of 
. dates), the vulgar reckoning, and removes the genuine 
.center of computation four years higher, fo as to co* 
incide with A. M. 4000. 

. In Chronology, as in other arts, one error is the 
fource of many more. To give his fcheme the figure 
of coherence, he found it neceflary to antedate the 
Chriflian era by four years, and to take as many from 
the then pa/l age of the world. By this injudicious 
experiment the primate trufled, that, inftead of the 
common and vulgar, he (hould obtain a true and natural 
epoch of the nativity of Chrift *. Having transferred 
that event from 4008 to 4004, he had already obtained 
the true and natural term. Moll prepofterous it cer- 
tainly was to anticipate the hiftorical date of the 
Chriftian era by four years, and to retrench as manf 
from the fource of hiftorical time. The general refutt 
of this fundamental overfight pervades the whole 
CHRONOLOGY of the ANNALS, and afligns to everf 
hiftorical event an erroneous date, with refpeft (• 
<>ne or other of the three chronological reckonings, by 
the )rears of tlie world, of the Julian period, or t^ 

^ Ste his Preikce. 

tbofe 
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It Pidgaf and Hiftmcal Dates 

thofe before A. D. i. But the more particular niif- 
•rraDgements are> i. The fifth year of the world ii 
accounted the fir ft. 2. The hiftorical year of the 
nativity is confounded with the vulgaF or Dionyfian. 
3. To circumfcribe the interval, from the creation to 
the Cht iftian era, within the narrow limits of 40 cen* 
turks, four years are withdrawn from the reigns 
l>etween A fa and Hezekiah. Let the four years taken 
fcom the age of the world be reftored ; the firft will 
coincide with the number of the Jul. Per. 706, not 710 
as in the Annals ;— the i6thof Ahaz with A. M. 3082, 
xxot 3177; — the- hiftorical year of the nativity with 
4004, not 4000; — and the Dionyfian or Common^ 
with 4008, not' 4004. 

Though the ufualcomputationbyA.D.is at variance 
vith aftronomy, chronology, and hillory, " Yet," (as 
Holder rcmarki), ** fince it is, and has univerfally been 
ireceived over all Cbriftendom, our compute by it is 
certain, and not liable to any error ♦." . . 

As a term of art, eftabliOied. by immemorial pre- 
fcription, it may be retained in exprefTing dates. Thofe, 
^ho ftudy precifion in reckoning, have only to recoilefV, 
tlxit the paiTiDg year 1795, is in truth the 1799th from 
our Lord's birth exclufively. To this number, if the 
years of hiftorical time, 4oc4t prior to our era, be 
^ded, (1799 + 4004 =: 5803), the refult will be the 
fame with that of the common numbers added together* 
for example, 1795 + 4008 c: 5803. 



• Difcourfc on Time, p. 51. 
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Of the CHgfsxUN Era. t% 

In the Annals the long interval from the creation 
ta the overthrow of Jcrulakm ift divkled into frv«ii agsf^ 
This divifion is retained^ and the author's deviations 
from the truth of ^hronolqgy^ un^er each feparately, 
rcferved for the fubfequent chapters. 

In exploring the . fouJxre of ifpcafured time, and the 
dates of fixed periods, prior to the era of auth©mic 
hiftory among th6 Gentiles, great ejtpeflations of 
ilnpprt^Qt difcoveries were entertained frOm Sir Ifaac 
Newton's Chronology of Ancient Kingdoms anifeWdfed ; 
(a worl^, which every where indicates a fupcridrify of 
genius, though genius fettered with prejudices in favour 
qf prc-cftabUfticd fyftems}; but the author's hopes, 
fanguine as they were, cnd^d in the vexation of dif^ 
appointment. That prodigy of genius, not fufpefting 
Mibility in the decifioni of i Metropolitan, whofc 
chiX)nologica1 arrangements had obtained tlie fanflion 
of general belief, implicitly adopted his fundamental 
principles, and, like his author^. errs. with much inge- 
nuity. The great imperfcflion of Sir Ifaac Newton's 
lafi, and not mofl fcientifical performance, is not e?^- 
tending his line of inveftigation beyond the. days of 
Eli. Had he difcovered the true fource of hiflorical 
time, the learned world would have been indebtea to his 
f^g^city for an improved edition of the Sacred Chroao- 
Jogy from Adam to the Greek. Olympiad. . 
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CHAP. IL 
, Ftrfl Age of the Worlds 
i^onohgy of the Pentateuch. ^'^^^ Events and t)af(U 

A.M.J.P.B.C. A.M.J.P.B*C. 

Animals - o 769 Araancements o 705 

Creation - 1 ^to 4004* i 706 4008 

D.elUge ends 1656 1365 2349 1657 4361 %is\ 

A SCHEME of the primeval W^ek, Iklcording to both 
computations, is thus exhibited : 



Annals. 0<5lober. 


AKRAfjGsSlENTS. 


C(5lober. " 


ysoftbeweek i 13 B. 


Dayioftht week 


X a» m» 


% 24 m. 




a a3 t. , 


e in A 3 15 t. 




3 24 \*\i 


4 a6 w. 


e in «2^ 6 


4 aj th. 


5 a7 th. 




5 a6^f. 


6 iS f. 




6 27 n 



Xkd bleCTed and 7 39 f. fdnaified the tiith day 7 aS O. 

By this fcheme it is evident, that the very re^cflablc 
author, conformably to the general opinion of tlic 

• The' Ffimatc's confufion of terms is here exemplified; 
A. Hi. I is placcid in coincidence vvith the 4004th before the 
Chriftan era. He means the vulgar computation; whereas 
A. M. 4004 is in truth the hiftorical year of Chrift's birth, 
and the 4th before, (but not including), the common term 
A. p. I . which laft is coincident with the number of the Julian 
Period 47x4. 
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^fge in which he wrote, fuppofed, that Saturday if^^^ tho 
viith day of the primeval, and of all the fubfeqpentwcckjt 
from the creation ; and that the change frppi the 
feventh to the firft day of the week, firfl took place from 
the day on which Chrift rofe from the dead. Mifled 
by this problematical hypothecs, the vety karaed Me^ 
tropolitan, cbofe for the fource of bis calculations the 
number of the Julian period^ 710, which wai not the 
firfl, but the fifth from (he origin of things^ JSytbc 
fcheme of the Annals Saturday, the 29th 0£lQber,> waf 
the day, which the Creator blefled and con(ecratedy in 
its periodical ret^urns, foi reft and devotion* But iq 
the propofed Arrangements, which, agreeably to the 
facred chronology, afEgn to the creation an earlier date bjf 
four years, Sunday, the 28th 0<3ober, was tiie feventh 
of the primeval week, and its r^tit^ons were obferved 
by the patriarchs, from Adam to Mofes, as tlie weekly 
Sabbath. At the Exodus the. day of holy reft was 
transferred from the feventh of the patriarchal, to^thc 
firft of the Mofaical, week ; aud at the refurrcdlon of 
Chrift the firft of the JewUh and Chriftiaa week, wa% 
amd ftill continues, aftronomically coincident, in the 
rotation of weeks, with the primeval Sabbaths 

The proofs which eftabliOi this condufion cannot 
be fpecified, much lefs fet forth at large, in this brief 
Analyfis. Suffice it to obferve, i. That in the yeaf 
before, (but not including}, the firft of the Chrifiian 
^ra, 4008, the autumnal equinox fell within the limitt 
of the 25th Odober. 2. That the two great luminariel 
were fet in the fifmameni of heaven on the fourth Axf 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



1(5 Ci!llON6i:OGV of iht pENTATEtick.' 

6f the creation week. According to the AkRANGB- 
MENts, the moon was full, and the fun in Libra, o'rl 
Thurfday the 25th of Oftbber in that week, feiit iri 
the ANK ALS the 25th Oftotcr was Tu^fday, ^he third 
of the week ♦. 3. If the calculation he framed on the 
principle of Aftronomical, (not Julian years), and con-* 
fequently on the hypothefis 6f ftatiortary equinoxes ;— * 
if likewife this calculation -be continued progreffively to 
A.D. 1792— the 28th Oftobfcr fell ori a Sunday, the fe* 
Venth of the patriarchal, butthe firll both of the Jewifh, 
and the Chrtftian weekt. Thtrs is the unifoffti totatroti 
of weeks afcertained during the lapfeof 58 centutiesj 
now paft. Should it be the will of the Almighty td 
continue the planetary revolutions 58 centuries more^ 
Sunday will again fall on the 28th Oftober, iri the 
year of the world li,6C)b. With the fundamental 
principle of the ann Ats, this uniform, and invariable^ 
feries of weeks is incompatible. . ^ 

The Mofaical chronology is conftrufled on the ge-^ 
nealogy of the patriarchs ; the agfc of each father at the 
birth of each fpecified fon, refpeftively, being exadlly 
Befined, the fum of the intervals between the fcveral 
defcents, independently on the duration of particular 
lives, conflitutes the meafure of the diftind periods 
trom the creation to the deluge ; thence to the fojourn^ 
Jr»g of Abraham ; and thence to the Exodus. 
^ In thefirft and fecond of thcfe periods each fpecified 
year of procreation is counted from and to the autumnal 
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equinox.. For example, "Adam lived 130 years and 
begat Seth." The 130th of the father's life is con- 
tinued to the fubfequent autumnal equinox, and from 
that cardinal point is computed the firft year of the Son. 
This is the general rule. Otherwife the fame year 
liTOttId be twice counted. 

This firft age of the world comprehends 1657 ex- 
panded years, ending with the fix hundredth and firft 
year of Noah's life. 

Stages 9fthe Flood for ajlrmomicdl Stile^ accor£ng to the 
jHfebrnu and Roman Calendars, 
In the firft feries of columns are expreffed the num- 
bers, names, and days, of the patriarchal months. On 
the fame line. In the fecond feries, are marked the 
names and days of the Roman months ; and the column 
on the margin to the right exhibits the alphabetical 
fignatures for the days of the primitive week, the 
Sabbaths being chara£lerifed by capitals. The numbers 
in the column to the left, denote the days of the 
flood. 

A. M. 1655. ) IX M. Tifri 00 Oa. %$ M. 

I u t. 

1656. vifible. Gin A I 1 »5 w. 

2 36 tb. 

3 «7 f. .; 

4 as f. 

5 39 A. 
Yet fevcn days, and I will 7 11 Marchcf- 7 ,^ ri.^ .a 

caufcittorain - i van S^° ^^^' ^ A. 

I Afterfcvcndays, thew»i7 _ ,^ . 

tcrs of the flood ,^ J '7 10 A. 

C 40 
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40 1657. The flood was 40 1 ju caflcu a6 Jan. 18 th. 
days upon the earth i ^ •* 

J 50 The waters prevailed xao I yjj ^^j^^ 

days - - i 

fji Thcarkrcftcd 

415 Mountam top fecn X Tamuz 

z6s After 40 days a raven? ^ ^y^ 

fent forth - i 

ay a After fcven days a dove 

ft79 Afterfevendaysthedove? 

a fecond time - S 
at6 After feven days the dove? ^jj £jy| 

a third timo - S 

3x9 ThcarkuncoveredO*'^^ I Tifri 

375 Goforthofthe ark>thou7 „ j^j^^chefv. a? Dec. ao th. 
and thy wife, &c. ^ 

That ineftimable monument of aftronomical anti- 
quity, Noah*s journal, fpccifies fcveral chronological 
charaders, which define the number and quantity of 
the patriarchal months, and explain the mechanifm of 
the Hebrew year, in its primitive. form. Hence the 
author of thefc papers conftrufled a table in expanded 
days. In the preceding fcheme, thofe only which are 
hiftbrically mentioned, fubfequent to the firft week, it 
was judged proper to infert. 



x6 


May 


8 t. 


If 


July 


9 w. 
%% G. 


XX 


Sept 


if. 


19 




Sf. 


a6 




15 f^ 






aaC 




oa. 


%S th. 
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CHAP. III. 
Second Age of the JForld. 
TT £ R E a new term of computation begins with 
•*- -*• ubity. " Arphaxad was born two years after 
the Flood." The author of the Annals, reckoning 
the firft year of the new world to have begun with the 
firft day of the firft month, when Noah removed the 
covering of the ark, conneds the birth of Arphaxad 
with A. M. 1658. But as Noah evacuated the ark in 
the 6oift year of his life, which ran parallel with 1657, 
this year is evidently charaderifed by the facred hiftorian 
as the laft of the old world ; and hence, exclufively, 
muft the new computation proceed. Arphaxad was 
therefore born during the currency of 1659, and from 
the fubfequent year is his age of 438 years counted* 
This anticipation abridges the chronology of this and 
the fucceeding periods. But other dates, in this fe£lion 
of the Annals, are much more exceptionable. 

Timi of the Difptrjion. 
The date of Peleg's birth, in whofe days the 
earth was divided, coincides with the firft year of 
the fecond century after the deluge. At the time 
of his birth, Jofephus fays, the difperfion of the 
nation! to their feveral countries did happen *• But as 
the world was not then fufficiently populous, this in- 
terpretation of the facred hiftorian's words, " In his 
4oyii^ is unnatural. The phrafe is ftriflly proper if 

* Ant. I. 6. 4. 

C 2 under- 
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underftood to intimate, that the difperfion took plade in 
bis life-time. 

Usher, Bedford, artd Bryauit, conjeQure that 
Noah divided the lands among his fons^ about the time 
of Peleg^s birth, and before the general difperfioDi But 
pure conjefiure, without the colour of hiftotical evi- 
dence, is not to be admitted. 

The arduous attempt at Babel, the cxt^t of that 
flriiQure, as de(cribed by the ancjients, aqd the ftill 
I^rceptible veftiges of its ruins, indicate a Jlage of 
population, and of progrefs in arts, incongruous with 
the hypotliefis, that the enterprife was defeated fo early 
as the lapfe of the firfl century from the flood. Every 
circumftance in the flate of the Mrorld, taken in con- 
neflion with the concife reports of facred hiftory, 
admits, nay requires, the confufion of. tongues, with 
the confequent feparation from Babel, to be brought fo 
low as ICO years before the birth of Abraham. Sup- 
pofe the a77th year after the flood to be the true 
date, Noah, Shem, Arphaxad, Salah, Eber, Peleg, 
were then all living, and moll probably Japheth, Ham, 
and Nimrod. During the interval thence to the fo- 
journing of Abrahim, a period of 150 years, feveral 
political eftabliflimcnts might have been eredted, and 
magnificent cities built, fo as to accord with the ad« 
vanced (late of population in that age» Admit this ar« 
rangement, no neccflSty occurs for having recourfc to 
the exaggerated chronology of the Greek Pentateuch. 

On the other hand, if the Archbifliop's date of the 

difperfion be judged preferable, the romantic projeft at 

Babel was defeated almoft as foon as begun j and no 

I ^ flronger 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



G B N^ E S I 9. *gt 

/Ironger objeflion to the accuracy of Mofes as a chro- 
nologcr, and to his veracity as^ a hiftorian, is fuppof- 
able. But why fliould his reputation fuff^r from the 
onikilful pofitions of his commentators ? i 

A BRIEF abftraa of corrtR^ dates, in this period, is 
fubjoined, with their chronological chara£lers. 

ANNALS. Tri of the W. J. F. B/C. AltftANOCMINTI. W. J. P. B: C. 

Termination of? a^g. ^^g. 
the flood - d '^^^ *?^^ *^49 - 1657 a36» 1351 

Arphaxadbom 165833682346 -- i$S9 2364 ^349 

Abraham bora aqo8 217 iS 199^ - 9^009 »7U 1^999 

JTcrah dies - 2083 a;93 »9»i - 1084 a7^9 I9»4 

Sir W. Raleigh obfeives, with much judgement arfd 
equal fpirit, « If we advifcdlyconfider the flate and coun- 
tenance of the world, fuch as \i was in Abraham^s time, 
yea, before his birth, we fhall Snd, that it were very ill 
done, by following opinion without the guide of rcafon, 
to pare the times over deeply between the flood and Abra- 
ham, becaufe, in cutting them too near the quick, the re- 
putation of the whole flory might perchahce bleed*.'* 
This pl^rtinent remark is the refUlt of his determinatiyii 
concerning the two queftions, whether the time' of Pcffeg's 
birth were tfife true date of the difperfion, and the 70th 6f 
Tenth fhe year of Abraham V birth ? The refolutton' of 
thefe enquiries affirmatively, is the true r^afon why the 
Scptuagint chronology Hdth been fo generally preferred 
to the Hebrew, which, if fairly interpreted, removes every 
' objedion t6 the numbers of manktftd, at both peribdi/ 

• Ilift. p. 277. 

C^ CHAP, 
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CHAP. IV. 

Third Age of the World. 

I. Date of the Sojoumingm 

H E Annals reprefent the removal of Abraham, 
firft from Ur, then from Syria, and his entrance 
into Canaan, as the events of his 75th year. But the 
hiftory requires a longer interval. In the intermediate 
ilage he built a village, or town, afterward denomi- 
nated a city, for the accommodation of his little colony. 
This certainly was not the work of a few months. 
It feems he called it Haran,. after the name of his bro- 
ther, who bad died in the land of his nativity. This 
circuraftance implies the profpeft of a permanent re- 
fidence. By a diyine fignal, or monition, there he 
pitched hi^ tent, and from the hiftory it does not appear, 
that he entertained the thought of ^ fubfequent removal. 
The prin^ate, however, afliimes the poilulate, that the 
patriarch left Chaldea with the explicit foreknowledge 
of an inheritance in ?alefline ;— that his progrefs was 
interrupted by the indifpofition, and death of his father 
at Haran; — and that he fet out thence for Canaan, the 
place of his final deilination, whither he arrived, before 
the expiration pf one full year from the time he left his 
country, his kindred, and his father's houfe. 

Every 
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Every claufc of this complex poftulatc Is contro- 
vertible. At the command of God, the patriarch 
departed from Ur, into a land afterwards to be (hewn 
to him. From thefe premifes an Apoflle infers a con- 
clufion, at variance with the archbiOiop's pofition: 
*• By FAITH," not by previous knowledqe, 
" Abraham, when he was called to go out unto a 
place, which he fhould after receive for an inheritance, 
obeyed, and went out, not knowing whither he went.** 

Abraham and Lot had gathered fubAance, and 
gotten fouls, in Haran. Their chief fubftance was 
cattle, which had increafed by procreation. Their 
domeftics too had multiplied by birth, and by purchafe; 
or, as the Chaldee paraphraft conjectures, by profelytifm. 
'All thefe circumftances juftify the fuppofition, that 
Abraham confidered SyrJ4 as the place of his ultimate 
deflination, and that his abode there was protraded be- 
yond the fpace of a few months. 

Much more probate is the opinio^ of Petau and 
Shuckford, who fuppofe, that Abraham, with bis at- 
tendants, was warned to retreat from Ur in his 70th 
year ; that he rcfided in Haran five years, and entered 
Canaan at the Age of 76. Of this lafl date we have 
the utmoft certainty. For after Abraham had dwelt 
ten years in the land of Canaan^ and when he was four- 
fcore and fi>^ years old, Hagar bar^ IDimael. This 
notation fcrves for a proof, that the fojourning in 
Canaan and Egypt was adopted as a new term of com- 
putation. It is carefully to be noted, that the antici- 
pation of one year in this place, atid of another at the 
C 4 tln^c 
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^4 Chronology of the Pentateuch. 
time of Arphaxad's birth, unavoidably antedates the 
Exodus, the foiindation of the temple, and all the in* 
termediatc events, by two years. 

2. Age ofljbmaelwhen cafl out. 
Usher, adopting implicitly the opinion of St. Je- 
rome, that ifhmael was 18 years old When ejeSed, 
with his motlier, from Abraham's family, perplexes the 
chronology and hiftory of the fojourning in Canaan 
and Egypt. His age, at the birtb of Ifaac, was 14 
years*. 

3- Age of tfdac at the t)eath of Sarah. 

The Primate, mifled by the Authority of Jofephus f, 
^gain deviate^ from the Mofaical chronology, by re- 
ferring the tranfaftions on Moriah % to the 25th of 
Ifaac's age. He was born in the 90th of his Mother's 
life. ^ She djed atthe age of 127. Both hillorians 
(Mofes and Jofephus) cbnneft the return of Abraham 
and Ifaac from the altar, with the time of Sarah's 
death. Jofephus, in particular, emphatically remarks^ 
" Sarah die4 after a fliort interyal ;" whence it is rea- 
fonahly inferred, that Ifaac's age was then 37. By a 
decifiye notation of time, in both the hiftorians, this 
arrangement is authenticated ; " Ifaac was 40 years 
old when he took Rebecca to wife.*' Mofes adds an- 
other circumRance, ftill more determinate; ♦* Ifaac 
brought her [llebecca] into his mother Sarah's tent, 

.* Compare Gtti. xsu 16. with ch. %\\i 24. and with ch. xxi. ^. 
trAnt. I. 13. I. X Gen. xxii, 

and 
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•ndl was comforted after his hietber*i death.'' By it* 
taitiifig a pious remembrance of an endeated pareotf 
not without a mixture of grief, during the fpace of 
three yeiirs^ Ifaac exhibited an amiable fpecimen of 
filid regard. But the foppofition, that fttcb.grief was 
prolonged 15 full yean, violates probability. 

<< On the day that Ifaac wte weaned Abraham made 
a great (eafl ^ and Sarah Taw the fon of Hagar mocking. 
Wherefore (he faid ufitd Abrahtti, ai& out this bondi> 
woman and her fon.^— Abraham fent h^r and th^^hiM 
away." By what rule of intierpretatibrt is thkt weanl- 
ing feaft deferred to the fourth of IfaUc'slife, aiidth^ 
expulfion of Khniael to his t^th year? Fif^m no eha^- 
rader of time, expreffed in the hiftory, does it feem 
probable, thai thefe incidents were fuWcqufeht Y6 tte 
fii-ft year df Ifaac's age. Jofephus very properly oMinVek 
this comieflibn. ** When Sarah had born Ifaac, flic 
was unwilling that Iflimael fhould be brought up with 
him, and perfuaded Abraham to fend him and his mo« 
ther to a didant country ♦." 

But to reconcile the whole period of fojoummg, 
430, with the 400, (that part of it mentioned Gen. 
XV. 13.) Bedford, Kennedy, and others, date the 
commencement of the lefs number from the fifth of 
Ifaac, with which they conneft the weaning feaft, 
(exaflly 400 years before the Exodus). For want of 
hiftorical evidence, this poftulate, as at variance with 
probability, has been rejefled. From the fame term, 
the fifth of Ifaac, are computed the 400 years of 

• Ant. I. la. 3« 

afflldion, 
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afflifUon*, and the mocking of Ifaac by Ifhmael ii 
fpecified, by Ulher, Bedford, Kennedy, &c. as thqi 
firft a3 of perfecution. This glofs is, in all its parts, 
equivocal, and inappoflte. For, the text to which 
they refer implies, that Abraham's feed fhould fojourn 
in a land, not their own, 4.00 years. It is not affirtped 
that they fliould, all that time, be in bondage and af- 
fliaion. Ifaac, the father of that feed, oould not be 
a ftranger, in a land not his own, before his birth, in 
the 25th year from the. entrance of Abraham into Ca- 
naan. Hence to the egrefs the interval is 405. In 
the prophecy the round number is exprcffedi and the 
odd y^ars omitted. It was not neceffary that the fum 
ibould liave been defined with more precifion. This 
folution by St. Auftin the Primate mentions without ap- 
probation. But it is much lefs exceptionable than the 
hypothefis, that Sarah, from the age of ninety, fuckled 
Ifaac five years. 

4. Genealogies from Jacob, 

In this, as in the fubXequent ages, the Annals exem- 
plify many inflances of their author's negligence, 
want of (kill, and fallacious conclufionsi in the article 
of genealogy. Thofe beyond the limits of this period 
are referved for their proper dates. 

From the birth of Jacob, progreffively, the order 
of fucceffion is not fpecified by the years of the fathers 
at the birth of their fons; and henceforth the greateft 
perplexities, in adjufling hlftory to the courfe o,f nature, 

• Ger.^v. ij* 

occur, 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



G E N E S X S. 27 

occur. The Archbiftiop rightly computes this patriarch's 
marriage with Laban's two daughters from his 77th 
year ; and, from the fame term, his 14 years of ill* 
puiated fervice. The pedigree is continued in the line 
of Judah, his fourth fon by Leah, who could not be 
bom before the 8 tit year of his father. The father*t 
age, when be flood before Pharaoh, was 130; and 
ijo — 81 =49. This remainder is the age of Judab 
in the fecond year of the famine. The time of his 
marriage with Shuah of Canaan, though involved in 
artful uncertainty by the fubtiUy of chronologen, is de- 
termined by infallible notations in the facred biflory, 
without the aid of imaginary tranrpofitions. 

The 130th year of Jacob was the 39th of Joleph. 
Jofeph's age, when fold into Egypt, was 17, and 
Judah's 27. " At that time Judah went down from 
his biethren, and turned in to a certain Adullamite." 
There and then he took Shuah to be his wife, by whom, 
at diflint^ births, he had two fons. Both in fuccefTion^ 
and each, at the age of puberty, fnarried the fame 
woman ; but both being fuddenly cut off by the hand 
of heaven, died childlefs. Suppofe the elder brother to 
have married at the age of 1 6, and to have died before 
the expiration of one year, the computation is brought 
down to the 43d of Judah's life. After the deceafe of the 
younger, the widow mud have tarried a competent 
time, before fhe could reafonably fufpefl Judah's in- 
tention to retra£l his promife of his only remaining fon 
for her third hulband. Sufpicion, at lad, growing up 
)iito defpair, flie tried the arts of guile^ and fatally 

fucceeded. 
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fuccccded. « Judah begat Pharez and Zar^af Thamar.'^ 
Incongruous it is to imagine, that thefc twins were 
born before the 48th year of Judah. Yet, in the 
next year after, Pharez, with his two tons Hezron and 
Hamul) accompanied Jacob into Egypt. Here is a 
phyGcal impoffibility! Eafy it is to eftablifli the veracity 
of the facred hiftorian. But it is firft requifite to ex- 
hibit the feeble, elufive, and contradiaory, arguments 
urged by the Metropolitan, for adjufling this f«aioii^ 
the hiftory to the courfe of nature. 

In his Treatife of Sacred Chronology ♦, he affume* 
th6 poftulaie, that Judah at the age of 16, in the ycat 
of Jacob's return from Syria, married Shuah. This 
fundamental porition,.as repugnant to the teftimony of 
fcripture, which connedis the time of this marpiage 
with -the year when Jofeph was fold into Egypt, is 
inadhriifl&ble. He proceeds, " In the three fucceffive 
years, Judah became the father of ^ many fons, at the 
age of 19," (as by him computed). " Er, the firft born, 
liaving entered his 15th year, married Thamar ; and 
Onan, thte fecond, at the fame age, efpoufed his 
brother's widow the year after. At the expiration of 
two years more, and 1 5 before the defcent into Egypt, 
were' born thehvin brothers, Pharez and Zara. Thtls 
about the beginning of that year which brought Jacob 
with his family into Egypt, might Hezron be born, and 
"before its termination, Hamul \ or, if they likewife were 
twins, the nativity of both may be referred to the end of 
tiiat year.** The Moft Reverend Primate expreffes his 

♦ Parti, c. 10. 

pcrfuafion. 
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^perTiiafionytbatno one Article of this Arrangement, will 
be found at variance with reafon and nature* On the 
contrary, the writer of thefe (heets declares, with grea( 
deference, his firm belief that Pharez, the £atther of 
Hezron and Hamul, was himfelf an infant, at the time 
of the migration from Canaan into Egypt. 

How then is the veracit/ of Mofes to be vindicated i 
It is replied, that the regifter in the xlvith of Gencfis 
has not, in its genuine purity, been tratifmitted* In Si 
very remote age, but teng after the days of Mofes, and 
flill more recent than the date of the Greek Pentateuch, 
in the Time of Pt*. Philadelphus, certain critics, with 
more good meaning than ftill, incapaWe of accounting 
for the original form of that regifter, but finding the 
recorded names unequal to the whole fum, had recourfe 
to the rafh expedient of fupplying the deficiency from 
the later Hebrew pedigrees in the Books of The Num- 
bers and Chi^onicles : Nay, even from the interpolated 
names in the Creek verfion. 

The unavoidable brevity of this Analyfis forbids a 
minute enquiry into this fubjeQ. Three very probable 
confiderations are obvious and indubitable, i . Mofes 
excbded from his Autograph (he names of all the 
females, except, for diftindion, thofe of a few mothers, 
a. He inferted only tlie names of fuch males as were 
i)om, and living at the titne of this migration. 3. He 
divided the regifter into tlirce clalTcs, and defined the 
number in each, that the deficiency of the males might 
be filled up with ah adequate number of females. 
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30 Ghronolocy of the Pentateuch. 

By the firft rule, Dinah and Serah were omittetV 
becaufe females, except mothers occafionaliy, bad no 
place or rank in the facred genealogies. 

By the fecond, males not then bom were excluded. 
Of this denomination were two of Reuben's four fons ; 
for he had but two in the year of the defcent, and 
thefe he offered to bis father, as hoflages for Benjamin *• 
Nor were the fons of Levi then bom ; for Gerfhom, 
the eldeft of tliree, fignifies, a Jlr anger there y which 
name, if be were bora in Canaan, had no fignificance ; 
but if foon after the arrival in Egypt, its fpecial 
emphafis needs no commentary. £r and Onan were 
omitted, for they died in Canaan, before the removal 
thence. 

These are but a fpecimen of the many names, tranf- 
ferredirom regillers of a fubfequent date. 

As the birth of the patriarchs after Jacob is not 
chara&erized by the current years of their fathers lives, 
the interval from the death of Jofeph to Mofes, who 
was 80 years old at the Exodus, cannot, by the ufual 
method, be aicertained. An expedient, however, oc- 
cun. The whole period of fojourning is 430. Jofeph, 
at the age of 110, died in the 285th from the arrival 
of Abraham in Canaan. Add the age of Mofes at the* 
egrefs 285 + 80 = 365 and 430 — 365 = 65, the 
interval required. Such is the ufe of fixed periods in 
chronology. 

♦ Gen. xlii. 37. 

Corrc(tc4 
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Correfted Dates, with the Chronological Numbers 
from the 70ih of Abraham. 

Bef. «*^ 

AfWALU W. J. P. A.©. AHIUNOlMtNTl. W. J. P. A. D. 

^^Ur^*^- 1*^3 *7^^ '9*^ ' "^^ ^^^"^ ^^*' 

Deplrtflm" ^ ^^H"r^"'T 1*084 1789 I9H 

Iflinudbom 2094 ^^^4 '5^° " *®95 »|oo '9^^ 

Ifaac bora - aio8 2818 1896 - aiog 2814 1899 

^*iul"*^*'?'^'5"33 ^843 1871 • - "46 2851 i86i 

Marries Rebecca 2148 2858 1856 - *f49 »554 i|59 

Jacob born - 2168 2878 1836 - 21692874x839 

^^A'^X .l^HS ^955 .759 " "4* *9S. .76x 

Judah bom 2249 29^9 1755 - 2*50 *95S '758 

Jofcph born 2259 2969 1745 - **^ 2965 '74* 

Judah marries 2265 2275 1739 

Jofephfold 2276298617*8 Judah marries 2277 2982 1731 

Jacob in Egypt 2298 3008 1706 Pharcz born - 2299 3004 1709 

'acobdies - 2315 3025 1689 - 23'6 30" 1692 

ofeph dies - 2369 3079 1635 - a370 3075 1630 



M< 



[ofes born - 2433 3140 1571 - *435 3^40 I573 

The Exodus - 2513 3223 1491 - ^S^S 3"0 1493 

This fcheme exhibits but a few of the miftakcs in 
the Annals for this period ; fome are the refult of the 
author's afliimcd term for the fource of computation ; 
others of deviation from hiftorical order; and all 
the dales of events from the creation to the rcleafe 
out of Egypt, charaflerifcd by fallacious numbers. Bed- 
ford retains the Primate's computation for the year of 
the Exodus, with x-efpcft to the then age of the world. 
Kennedy, Hill more at variance with precifion, con- 
neds it with A. M. 2512. All the three computations 
abridge the interval from the flood to the end of the 
fojourning. 

With 
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With this latter term began a new reckoning bjr 
weeks, months, and years ; the feventh day of the week, 
apd the feventh month of the year, as counted from the 
option, (that is, from the laft day of the primeval 
week), having become refpeflively the firft of the new 
feries* 

From Sunday the 28th QSober, when the Almighty 
refted fropi all his works, to Saturday the 27th April, 
when the firft paflbver was folemnized in Egypt, the 
intermediate fpace, as defined by the facred hiftorian* 
isprecifely 2514 foiar tropical years, and 26 weeks, 
wanting one day ; for the week of the Efcodus con- 
fifted of but fix natural days. On the morning of the 
ieventh day, after midnight, all the hofis of the Lord 
went out from Egypt. That day, the weekly Sabbath 
from the creation, being fignalized by the departure of 
the twelve tribes, was thencefdrth, on all its fubicquent 
zeturns, accounted the firft of the Mofaical week ; and 
Saturday, the fixth by the patriarchal computation, ob- 
ferved as the Sabbath of the Ifraelites. 
• In the year of the Exodus Abib, or Nifan, began on 
Sunday, coincident with the 14th April, whence all the 
facred years of the Hebrews were computed, ac- 
cording to the courfe of the moon. From the firft paf- 
chal new moon toPentecoft, thehiftorical tranfadions, 
with their dates in the Hebrew and Roman calendar, 
for N. S., are thus exhibited, in correfpoxjdcnt lines 
and columns. 

A.M, 
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fix 



A.M. 

15'S > Xt M. April 

I Abib I 

1 
3 
4 
5 
6 

7 
8 



t'af.Limb lo 
elnT IX 

12 



l^aflbvcr 

l>epar(. 1 

from ] 



over i 

iftMo-] 

ikical j 



2d Mof. 



II Jiar 



13 

15 
i6 
17 
x8 

/^ 

• 20 



Confined 

OXI. A. 
Egypt . 



tKeRed 
Sabbath 



IS 

i3 

^4 
a; 
i6 

*7 

iS Sabbatb 

a9 

30 . 
I 



13 r. 6 


14 F. 7 


15 m. X 


16 t. 2 


17 w. 3 


18 th. 4 


»9 ^ 5 


toL 6 


21 F. 7 


22 m. 1 


23 t. 2 


24 w. 3 


25 th. 4 


26 f. 5 


27 f. 6 


28 F. f 


29 ra. z 


30 t. 3 


I w. 4 


2 ih. 5 


3f. 6 


4f. 7 


5F. I 


6 m. 2 


2 ^' 5 
« w. 4 


9 th. 5 


10 f. 6 


11 f. 7 


12 F. I 


13 m. 2 


14 t. 3 



onus. 



II Jiir 



33 



3d Mof. 



4tb Mof. 



2 

3 May 

4 

5 Sabbath 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
II 

12 Sabbath 
13 
H 
15 
26 

17 

18 

Quails 19 June 

Manna (ix 20 

days in 21 

continual 22 

fuccedHon 2 3 

^4 

25 
No Manna 26 

27 

18 

29 

30 
III Sivan i 

2 

No Manna 3 
Pcntecoft 4 The Law 
promul^^atcd. 



15 w. 

il6 th. 

17 f. 

18 f. 

19 F. 

20 m. 

2Z C 

22 W. 

23 th. 

24 f. 

25 t 

26 F. 

27 m. 

28 t. 

29 w. 

30 th. 

31 f- 

1 f. 

2 F. 

3 m, 

4^. 

5 w. 

6 th. 

7 ^ 

8 f. 
9F. 

10 m. 

11 t. 

12 w. 
X3 th. 

14 f. 

15 f. 
i6F. 



Obvious is the cotifiniaion and the ufet of this 
table. It is to be noted, that thepafchal full moon was 
fignalized by an edipfe, when the angel of death fiept 
forth to fmite the firft born of man and beaft. 

That Saturday was firil appointed to be kept holy* 
as the national fabbath, by the Ifraelites, in all their 
generations, an^ in all their dwellings, at the time of 
their firft paflbver, is certain, from the regulations con- 
cerning the number )uid £vifioD of the weeks from the 
D returns 
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returns of that fe Rival to Pentccoft yearly. " Yc- 
fhall count from the morrow after the fabbath, from the 
day that ye brought the fhcaf of the wave*offering ; 
fcven fabbaths (hall be complete ; even unto the mor- 
row after the fevenih fabbath fhall ye number fifty 
days*." The pafFover was invariably to be folem- 
nized on the 14th day from the vifibility of the pafchal 
moon, without regard to the day of the week on which 
that full moon (hould fall, by whatever name, or or- 
dinal number, it might be diftinguifhed. For inftance, 
if the moon (hould be full before Monday evening, the 
paflbver was to be kept that day at the prefcribed hour, 
(between the two evenings). The 50 days were to be 
counted from Saturday in that week, being the national 
fabbath. The morrow after that fabbath was Sunday, 
the firft of the 50 days. During the continuance of 
that folemnity that day was to be fignalized by a fpeciaf 
fervice, — the oblation of the firft fruitt ; — and by an 
appropriate number ; — the firft day of unleavened bread, 
of which the ufe was flriftly prefcribed to the end of that 
week, SEVEN days. The morrow, therefore, after 
the national fabbath, immediately fubfequent to the 
paflbver, is virtually, if not in dire£l terms, charac- 
terized, as the firft day of the Molaical week. It was 
likewife the firft of every week to Pentecoft, the laft of 
the 50 days, and the firft of the eighth week from the 
offering of the firft fruits. This order and fervice were 
obferved to the day when our Lord rofe from the 
dead, as the firft fruits of them that flept, and fo, iti 

• Levit. xxiii. 15, i5. 

the 
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the very circumftancc of the time, he realized that t)T)ical 
fervice. At the Exodus the primitive fabbath was not 
defecrated, but changed ; and, at laft, rcfumed its 
primeval ufe, with accumulated honours, being a me- 
morial of the CREATION, aiid of a dill greater work) 

REDEMPTION. 

In the preceding^tahle^ the jelias^e of the fabbath on 
the day of the pafchal full moon is exemplified In rotation 
through feven of its returns, and the reality of that change 
eftablifhed on the firm bafisof hiftorical truth, and aUro** 
nomical calculation. The firft national fabbath wai 
iandified, as a feafon both of reft and devotion. Then 
it was that the whole aflembly proclaimed the praifes of 
'their Almighty Deliverer in the triumphant hymn> 
Exod. XV. Its 5th repetition was fignalized by k fup- 
ply of quails, for provifion^ and ifae ^ext two by the 
periodical ceflation of manna. That particular daywai 
in like manner diftinguilhed during the fpace of 40 
years ; for manna was not totally withheld till the 
Sunday after the firft paflbver in Canaan ; [ the veigr 
day on which it was firft vouchfafed« 



P 9 CHAP. 



Digitized by 



Gc^le 



36 CMnoii^OLdGY 9f iht Pentateuch. 



CHAP. V. 

Fourth Age of the World, 

DURING the 40 years, from the Exodus to the 
paiTage over Jordan, the Arrangements in the 
ANNALS are generally corredl, fuch as refult from the 
erroneous combination of the original numbers being 
excepted. 

Natural Term of lift afier the Exodus. 

The Author fets out with this pofition, that from 
the fecond year of this period, the natural term of hu- 
man life was reduced to its prefent ufual ftandard, 70 or 
80 years. 

This pofiulate merits a ftriQ fcrutiny, and, as it 
perplexes the facred genealogies, down to the time of 
David, feems to require correftion. From the Exodut 
to the birth of this prince is an interval of 406 yean, 
for five generations, of which the mean quantity 
Is 81. 

It muft he admitted that the common interval of 
defcents, as defined in the times fubfequent to the de- 
luge, was not uniform. From Arphaxad to Terah, cx- 
clufively, the mean age of procreation was 31 years 

eight 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Exodus. 37 

eight months nearly. In the generation before the 
txtradion of the Meffiah from Abraham was made 
known, prc^x^tion had a flower progrefs ; for from 
Terah to Judah the mean ftandard was 93 ; and thence 
to David 651* 

Provioencx, it may reafonably be prefiimedt had 
important ends for appointing, comparatively, few 
human progenitors to the.promiicd feed, in whom 
bleflings, for all nations, were referved. One natural 
i^on is obvious. In the line of Terah tlf Abraham, 
Ifaac, Jacob, and Judah, the pedigree is counted from 
the younger fons, in numerous inftances. Nor is it im- 
probable that the fathers of the particular tribe, whefice 
' the MeflSah was intended to fpring, Qic^uld have their 
faith and patience long tried, by waiting for the €|c-^ 
complifliment of the promife,, as iar as they, in par- 
ticular, were concerned. Ifaac was bom of a fuper<^ 
annuated mother* Several examples nearly fimilar, 
repeated in the feries of generations, might, when the. 
myftery was fully to be revealed, produce a more eafy 
4nd cordial belief of iramenfe bleffings from the fpn of 
a virgin. It need not be fuppofed, that the mean age 
of procreation, exemplified in the feven defcents from 
Arpbaxad to Terah, was, in the fubfequent ages, con- 
fiderably enlarged or anticipated. Had it been enlai^ed, 
the cafe of Abraham^s family would not have :been 
fiagular. The fubje& now under confideration is the 
cqmmon term of natural life ; and it is to be notedt 
that, 

I. The fentence of bebg cut off in the wildemefs, 

at thr ^ of 40 years, was limited to the generation 

P 2 brought 
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haUight out of Egypt^ and of theon» to foch* abne a^ 
were 2a years- old, or upward^ at the time of that re«^ 
kofe^ and had like^i^ife tnutn^roi at the ffpoft.of tb» 
eovrafdfyi and' lytng^ i^es. To the* generat(pn which 
(hould be born in the wildernefs, or in later tMei^ 
Aeitbbeateiint did not extend; ^^ t ^ 

3. Many ififtanoes of gt«at longevity occur> in th«/ 
kHeiVal ifroi^-thel^Dgrefe to David; Aaron, Mofes^ 
Efed^ar, -C^eb/ Jdfhuai, beldng 4o the former period J 
Phineha^- fNb'fon of Eleazar, was certainly. born ii|* 
Ae mldettstfs. The year* beforei the paffage over 
Jordan he fignaMzed W« zeal and heroifm in the pUiinir 
^Modb *. He was thenao j'ears old at Icaft. Ftxnrf 
the chronology and hiftory of the tiines, it is probable^ 
that 50 years after the entrance into Canaan, he fuc- 
ceeded his father in the pOntf State, which fuhSion he* 
difeteirged 45 years. He therefore lived 1 16 years, 
ifHotitaore. • • 

OrflKiiJL, the fon of C}aleb^sbrptheir,<'wis^a^mir 
Riary gener&tin the fijtrfi yeatf of Jofluia-s govirtitnterif; 
andriKr^rta renpwi^Un the redwraion bf^Debirt. 
i^|itk>yeal's} he imde^tpok the c^aQ^'of ^hewai* 
agwnft Culhan, whid»iafted eight years:- The ifiUK* 
had) reft 40.ye4r9, and Odiniel disd* Ifid bge' infuft 
ihecpfore bam CKceededl laSy .1^ .•. 

.. GliDEoiK, that mighty nah of valoiic, maintained a 
war ef itwen years a^dfaA'Mklian, and after a glor^QOi 
nidory, wkidiz^eflored "^^ialiaefs ta th& ctunt^y 40 
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years,. Sei ia a good old age. Thcpbrafeology of that 
time, jufttfies. thq conclufio^ that be lived one. full 
century. 

, In the continually dccreaCng period of longevity, 
£li, about 66 years. aftec, died by accident, at the age 
of 98, an old. ouui ; yel nothing is faid of his having 
exceeded the ordinary term of life. Samuel fucceeded 
him in the pontificate. Thirty years, was the age of 
coiir<?eration, and he had roiniAered in. the vocation 
of a fuhordinate prieR, befom he rofe to the primacy, 
when his age was probably .36* His adminiflxation, at 
the inauguration of Sauli )va& a period of 36 years 
more* Joiephus reports that Saul furvived him Only 
two. years*. Every circumftance in the hiftory con- 
finns this notation ; and more particularly Saul's con* 
fi^itation with the woman at £ndor. If Samuers 
death had not been a recent o<;currence, it is not fup- 
pofable, that the king wopjd have defired an interview 
with that prophet. All .thefe charaflers of tiipe evince 
that Samuel lived 1 10 years^ 

. UhCertaiwi ia the dale of Jefle*s birth. If e went 
log: aiv <^d ii?aii in the* days, of Sau)^ when bis font 
O^vidi vcas bi^ a ftripling. . In the 36th of that reign, 
David commit^d his father and mpthtir to the prote£kion 
pf the^ king of Moab; and they moll probably wese 
luriogiat the deatl^ of Saul. Hence it may be pcefum^d, 
.tbili Jefle's age filled up one qomplete century; and 
ibatihamaa Hijft^ was bk reduced to the term of 70 

• Aat^VI. 14. t. 

D 4 or 
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or 80 years in the time of David. In the 33d of tfaif 
leign, and at the agt of So, Barzillai pronounced him^ 
felf a very old man. 

^ 3* Relying on the certain truth of his poflulate, 
U(her dedu£ls 31 years from the government of Jofliuat 
wbich} with other mif-arrangements, to be fpecified in 
their proper places, abbreviates the chronology from 
Mofes to Othniel. 

4. In the Treatife on the Sacred Chronology *» the 
age of pjocreiation afligned to the three anceftors of 
David, after Salmon, contradifls the term of natural 
life, faid, in the annals, to have been fixed in the 
year after the Exodus, to 70, or 80. There it is af- 
fumed, that Boaz lived 102, Obed and Jefle each iii, 
before the birth of their refpeftive fons. The interval 
from the birth of Boaz to that of David is 324. 
This fum divided by 3, quotes 108, for the common 
meaAire. But is it credible, in a period of the vroild 
vfhen very few mortals lived more than 80 years, that 
the fpace between three defcents, in immediate fuc- 
ceflion, did exceed a centu^ ? To no purpofe is it 
alleged, that a great many examples of perfons, who 
lived from 130 to 150 years, from the days of Vefpa. 
£an to Thomas Parr, are recorded in hiftory. TbeTc 
examples the Primate has been at great pains to coIle6li 
Uis conclufion is a paralogifin. The point to be proved! 
rwas, ithat three fathers, in lineal and continuous ordeiv 
in any period Cnce the time of David, begat {but at 

• Fartl. c la. 

the 
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the age of I02, or i ii ; that is aa or 30 yean aftef 
the ufual and ultimate term of life. Serious reafoning 
in fupport of a paradox is ridiculous. 

Much eaiier it is to-demolifli a tottering, than eied 
a firm and well proportioned fabric. The fcbeme. of 
fcripture chronology will derive both fimmsb and pro- 
portion from genealogy. }n this dirp^tory, for compu* 
tatbn, two rules are carefully to be obferved. The age 
of procreation muft neither anticipate the courfe of na* 
ture, nor be extended to the utmofi term of life. The 
birth of a fon prior to the 14th of a father's life may, as 
not vouched by experience or hiflory, be confidered as 
a phyfical improbability; and in the (acred genealogies 
no example of procreation before 16 occurs, and none 
ought to be admitted. 

From Abraham to David the generations are 14, 
counting Solomon the firft of a new feries. 

When the long lives of the firft three patriarchs arc 
confidered, (175, 180, and 147), the birth of Ifaac in 
the loodth of Abraham, of Jacob in the 60th of ^aac, 
and of Judah in the SiA of Jacob, are events Iq perfeft 
agrei^ment with the courle of nature. From the de* 
fcent into Egypt, with which the birth of Pharez has 
been conne&ed, to the 'Cgrefs, the years are ai5, and 
the Iterations fi>ur, excluding Nahflion, whofe age afc 
ibe:egre& is fuppofed to have b^en 19. This number 
-taken from ai5 leaves 196* for the four intermediate 
genciationst of which the mean quantity for each b 
precifely 49. The ages of Levi, Jofepb, Kohath, and 
Amrain, were feverally 137, ito, 133, and 137, and 

the 
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ih* conmoQ mMAire 1^9. TbefeTouf were concempo-r 
my with PJidrefff Hesroni AranB» and Amminadab.. It 
involvci no ibfurdity to affirm* that 49^ was tlie meaii 
Interval 6f dercciui> at a time, when the jnean term 
#f lito waa ta9« 

ItHOM the birth of NahlhoiH as above ftated, to that 
•I t)o)omoii» are 475 yoarsi and fix generations, ^ 
fimmoii mtaAire being 79. It haa been, fliewn, that 
iha aaeaiv t«»m of lifp in Uus inltryal was 108, which 
•Noacds iht mean age of piocrcation by 19. In none 
of ihafil computations is aivy thing affirmed, at variance 
with the ooorfe of nature. 

Tm ti^itgoing arraixgemcQts proceed on the fup** 
pdbiois that David wtia the laft in the fir&ieries of 
14 gfi¥^ratiom« But the Ev»ngelifls words may be 
CSM^tkkrtd aa ptadog David at the tc^ of the ficcond 
fttW^ wUhool enUrging the nombeff of genentioos 
iialhai^ OS the fubfeq[uent dmiao. 

Tm» cwjidnie lefts on tfa» antlioriry of an^ in* 
|^isadwcH«rt « Phaiea h<^t Henom Henoabegia 
IUmiS RMa befit AaafunMUs 
N^MhM^Mahtkon begat MmI^ 
UMit; Boat NfHObciiOMkecirJeie^ and Jeft 
k^^Oivait^ SalMii is IcK 

#iiiM«MlMjdSti 

«fa^ iti tJ*(Miifciii dy* Aia vwMBMft ef wmm 
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names denotes two different perfons. In his fecond 
differtation Oh the State of the Printed Hebrew Text ♦, 
Kennicott approves the conje£hirc, as ingenious, pro- 
bable, and fatisfaftory. This emendation, if it be one, 
is mentioned not as abfolutely neceffary to afcertain the 
genuine chronology of the Bible, and its conformity 
with the coucfc of nature ; buV merely as an expedient 
for weakening an obje£lion, x>th^wjre not forcible t« 

• P. 184. and 54^, 

t The rcafons which jnaify the fixing of Nahihon'i birtk 
to the 19th year b€foK the.Ekodus, evince that he^«d after 
Joftiw. Ccitain it is, that fome cWer^ at leaft, whahad fcen-tll 
the great works of the Lordi (iKith in Egypt and atthc Jordan), 
did a^ually furvive Jofhua ; Eleazar, for inftancej and if 
Nahfhon did not, it will be impoflible to find tile plurality 
implied in ALL. The fame reafons which dcmonftrate the ira- 
pvpbability, that the Rachab, M^. i^ 5 was the fame Rahtib 
yho ^ntcrtainied the fyi^t^, Jte*. ii. at^ f<;t forth ai laijc »o the 
IXiflcrtatian on the Hebrew G«^caaogic8. If the namejnbotli 
paiTagcs defcribethe fefnc perCon, ftie mufk have been 180 yean 
old ^t the birth of Bokz. 

Sir Tlkac Newton, 'fittding ajefliua who- had fons in the 
retinutf 6i Zorobabfii frotn Chaldean confounds that Levhe witk 
thehigh pricft of t*at nawfe h the Cyw regiftpi; hp. fipda an 
Izr^, ap4 j^ ^th^p^f, yfim^hc, affirms to haYC b^».liTim 
jpo.y^aw after* j ^,,., ^ ^.._^ 



ChronoUff 
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Chronology frm the Death ofMofss to Saul. 

CHAP. I. Joshua. 

Sepienarj Years of Refl. 
'■ "HE unfucccfsful attempts of Ufher, Bedford, 
^ Whifton, &c. to fix the true era of fabbatical 
jrcais and jubiles, induced Pridcaux to pronounce thofe 
circulating periods both uncertain and ufelefs. Their 
ufe in computation is obvious, and the term of compu* 
CiMion defined, in the original inftitution, ♦•When yc 
come into the land, &c. then (hall the land keep a 
iabbath. Six years' (halt thou fow thy feed ; and fix 
yeart (halt thou prone thy vineyard, and gather in thy 
fruit; but in the fcventh year (ball be a fabbath of reft 
imto the land ; a fabbath for the Lord : Thou (halt 
neither fow thy field ; nor prune thy vineyard ♦." Be* 
lore the inhabitants vrere fubdued and the land divided, 
Ifrael could neither fow nor reap. U(her allows fix 
yeart for the conqueft of the country, and appropriates 
the feventh for iu partition. But a fabbatical year 
could not be obferved before fix had been employed in- 
lowing and reaping. 

• Lev. »«▼♦ a^j. 

The 
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The fubjugatioikof the natives was the work of five 
years* In the beginning of the fixtb, Jofliua and 
Eleazar, with the fathers of the tribes, pro^eded to 
divide the lands by line and lot. Caleb, prior to that 
diftribution, claimed, in virtue of a grant from Mdktf 
Hebron for his inheritance. In the fecond year from 
the Exodus Caleb's age was 40, and 85 in (he 46th *• 
Thus is the date of the partition afcertained. At the 
time of the autumnal equinox in that year the tribes* 
having acquired their feveral pofleffions, began to plow* 
plant, and fow. The firft poffible year of reft began 
at the fame cardinal point m the 53d from the cgrels^ 
and the '13th from the paflage over Jordan, A.M. 
2568. 

^ Thou Oialt number feveik labbaths of years unto 
thee, feven times feven years ; and the fpace of the feven 
(abbaths of years Ihall be forty-nine years. Then (halt 
thou caufe the trumpet of jubile to found on the tenth 
day of the Geventh month t." Here is the quantity of 
' a jubile defined ; the 50th year from the foregoing 
jubile inclufivdy ; or in a continual ferles from the 
primary reft for the land. Thus is the term of computation 
certain. Thefe circulating periods ferve as a regu- 
lating meafure in the progrels of computation inde- 
finitely; and with refpeft to the (acred chrono- 
logy, anfwer the fame end with the Julian period, 
applied to the chronology of the world. For example* 

The facred critics and expofitors agree that a jubile 
chara&erifed fome one year of our Lord's natural life } 

• JoflL xit. 7— XI. t !•€▼• **▼• ^f 9* 

that 
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thkt of Ws nativity, baptifoo, or crucifixion. Difcord- 

aat, bowtver, arc their opinions. But this tell i» 

decifive. 

From A. M. 2568, on the tenth day of the fetenfli 
Hebrew month, according to the patriarchal calendar, 
continue the reckoning down 1470 years, equal to 210 
ibptepary. combinations of years, oV 30 jubiles; the 
operiition terminates with the ninth of the fcvcnth 
HArew month, A. M. 4038. That was the fourth of 
John's minifiry, the 34th of our Lord's age, and the 
very dale of his baptifm. From Jordan he went ftrait- 
Way inid the wUdernefs, at the end of 40 ^ays returned 
h!to Galilee, entered the fynagogue at Nazareth, on 
the fabbath day, and read from the book of Ifaiab, 
«* The fpirit of the L^rd God is upon me, becaufe lie 
hath anointed me to preach the acceptable year of tte 
Lords." Thus calculation agrees iwith the infallible 
teftimony> both of prophecy artd hiflory, in the con- 
dufion, that pur Lord began his miniftry on the 30th 
jubile from the firft fabbatical year ih Canaan. 

Hence it is evident, that tiie Primate's arrange- 
ment mifplaces the root of computation by fubiles, con- 
founds the firft year of John's miniftry with that of 
Chrift's baptilniy and contrary to every notation in the 
gofpel hiflory, defers his entrance on the prophetical 
fon£lion, three years bcy6nd its true -date. 

Length of Jojbud's d/Vtrnmeni, 

By the computation of Jofephus the adrtmiftratiott 

•f Jofllua is compreffed within the narrow limit* of 25 

7 yca"> 
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years ; Lightfoot admits but 17 ; Ufiier no more than 
nine. He died at the age of no. If the anj^al9 
give the proper notation, he was 61 years old in the 
year of the egrefs. In that year he is denominated a 
young man ♦. 

At the age of 30 the expreflion young is ufual ; but 
youth is at variance with threefcore. Suppofe Joffaua 
in his 30th year difcomfited Amalek. Add 80, the fum 
is no. By this reckoning he judged Ifrad 40 years. 
In the year of the partition he was old and ftricken in 
years, his age being 76. ** Very much land then re- 
mained to be poflefled'' f • The truth is, that no part 
of it bad been divided by lot. To Caleb, the tribes of 
Reuben, Gad, and the half tribe of Manafleh, their 
pofleflions, had been afligned by Mofes. ^*'It came to 
* pafs a long time after the Lord bad given ieft iinio 
Ifrael from all his enemies round about, that J6lhd» 
waxed old," &c. %. If Jolhua died three years after 
the partition, the phrafe, a long time afler^ is egre^- 
oufly mifapplied, but extremely proper, if he died after 
the lapfe of 34 years. With thefe charaftcrs of tinle 
every circutnftance in the hillory accords. But the 
Primate, finding it imptafiicable to comprife the ytXS9r 
of oppreflion and ted, within a r^safon^ble coftipaft, To 
as not to exceed the period of 480 years, found it n6- 
ceffary to abbreviate the duration both of Jolhua's arid^ 
Samuel's government. 

• Exod. xxxiii. 11. f Jolh. xiii, 1. J Ch. xxiii. i. 

CHAP, 
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CHAP. II. 

^be Book of 'the Judges. 

^T* HIS hiftoiy opens with a recapitulation of cer- 
'- tain incidents more fully recorded in the Book 
of Joihua, and fills up the interval from his death to 
the commencement of OthniePs adminiftration, where 
the proper fubjeft of this hiftory begins. This inter- 
val includes 20 years ; for the oppreflion under Cufhan 
began in the laft year of the firft century from the 
Exodus ; and thefe ao years are divided into two equal 
portions. «* During all the days of the elders who fur* 
vived Jofliua, Ifrael ferved the Lord. But after them 
arofe another generation, who knew not the Lord," 
&c. The enormities praftifed during thefe ten years 
are concifely related from the 17 th chapter to the end 
of the Bookv The time is intimated by two chrono-^ 
logical marks, the pontificate of Phinehas the fon of 
Eleazar, and by the want of a king, or fupreme civil 
magiftratc in Ifrael. The period thus charaaerifed 
could be no other than the intermediate fpace of ao 
years from the death of Jofhua to Othnicl ♦. 

• The particular enormities which preroled during the lalt- 
tcr interval of 10 years were the introduttion of idolatry by 
Micah, the tragical incident of the Lcvitc and his concubine, 
the dcfcdHon of the Danites, the maflacre of the Benjamites, 
and of the inhabitanU of Jabeih-Gilead, &c. ' 

From 
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From the date of the waur with Cufhan, to the in- 
■itgnration of Saul, are 296 years ; and the chronology 
of the Annals extremely intricate. The arrangements 
of Marfliam, and Bedford, come neareft to the truth 
of hiflory ; but the refulc is approximation only, which 
always implies imperfei^ion. 

Is it pra3icable, by the aid of internal charaders of 
time, to educe hifiorical order out of apparent confu- 
fion ; and to elucidate what is dark in the chronology ? 

From Othniel to the death of Qideon the years of 
war are 53 ; and the wars are dcfcribed as in fuc- 
cefli^n. The years of reft are 200. But it is pre- 
fumed, that fomc parts of the country were involved 
in the calamities of war, while others enjoyed tranf> 
quillity* 

To Gideon fucceeded Abimelech, and after him 
Tolah. They judged Ifrael 26 years. Under the go- 
vernment of Jair, the fucceflbr of Tolah, brake out 
the war with Ammon, which lafted 18 years, and was 
terminated by the valour of Jephtha, who fucceeded 
Jair. To Jephtha the king of the children of Ammon 
fent meflengers, demanding the reftoration of certain 
lands, once belonging to the kingdom of the Amorites. 
Jephtha remonftrated, that Ifrael had been in the pof- 
feflion of thofe- lands 300 years ; that the right, efta- 
blifhed by prefcriplion, was then unalterable, and the 
claim for recovery too late. Confiding, that the fword 
might enforce what negociation could not obtain, the 
Ammonites hazarded a battle^ and incurred a total 

defeat. 

E To 
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To the year of the entrance into Canaan, or the 
41(1 from the Exodus, add 300: The computation 
thenc« cxclufively, is contmued to 342, which feemt 
to have been the firft of Jephtha's adrainiftration. To 
this date an obje£lion occurs. The fecond year from 
the pafTage over Jordan was prior to the divifion of the 
country, and confcquently to the poffeflion of thofe 
lands by the Ifraelites. It is replied, that Mofes, on cer- 
tain conditions, had granted to the tribes of Reuben 
and Gad, all the kingdom of Sihon, king of the Amo- 
rites, with all the cities of Og, king of Bafhan ♦; and 
tliat they had received their inheritance before the ge- 
neral partition f . The pofleflion of 300 years is thui 
evinced.. 

But farther ; the war of 18 years with Ammon, if 
by Jud. X. 7. comprehended in the 40 years war with 
the Philiftines, under the joint adminiflration of Eli 
and Samfon, while Jair and Jephtha conduced the war 
with Ammon. Thus is eftablifhed a decifive evidence of 
co-exiftent wars, and contemporary rulers, with local 
jurifdiftion : and this difcovcry points out a juftifiable 
and necertary expedient for reducing the amplified ac 
counts of chronologers to the authentic notations of 
the facred writers :f . 

Jephtha fubdued the Ammonites, in the year from 
the Exodus 342. This fum dedu£l from the date of 

• Num. xxxii. 32, 33. f Jofti. xlii. 8. 

J Long before Marfham, Pctavius fuggeftcd the fcheme of 
coincident wars, and contemporary magiftratcs, between the 
times of Abimeleck ai.-! Saul, but the hypothefis of neither it 
framed with chronological precifion. 

Saurs 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



^Chronology of the Jvdgzs. 51 

Satyrs inauguration 396, the dlSerence is 54, including 
18 ^cars of Eli's government, and 36 of Samuel's : 
18 + 36 = 54. 

In the Annals, the Philiftine war of 40 years termi- 
nates 20 years after the death of Eli, with the fecond 
battle at Ebenezer. It certainly ended with the firft 
battle there fought, for, prior to the fecond, Samuel 
had officiated as fupreme magifirate and high pried 
ao years. But the Primate, by connefting the. year 
fubfequent to this battle with the confecration of Saul, 
entirely excludes Samuel from the regifter of the priefts 
and judges. The fources of this miftakc are obvious 
from the furface of the hiilory. A minute refutation 
would here require a fuperfluous expence of argu- 
ments. 

It is not however inappofite to reflify an erroneous 
number in the Greek Teftament, relative to this fub- 
jeft. ** When he had deftroyed the feven nations, he 
divided their land unto them by lot. And after that he 
gave unto them judges by the fpace of 450 years, until 
Samuel the prophet*." The l^nd was divided in the 
46th year after the Exodus : And 396 — 46 = 350, 
which difference is the true interval from the partition 
to the end of Samuel's miniftry. Trr(>axo(noi, 400, had 
inadvertently been fubllituted for, t^iomoioi, 300, in one 
copy, and at lad pervaded all. 

Untextual and violent is the Primate's glofs in 
fupport of this erroneous notation : " Much about 450 
years after the ele£Uon of the fathers, and the time of 

* Ads, xiii. 19. 

£ 2 Ifaac's 



r 
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Ifaac's birth, was the landdividcd/* The cleSior* of 
the fathers, rightly dated from the Cadi of Abraham> 
was about 520 years before this divifion f and of Ifaac^ 
birth no mention occurs in the context* The order of 
the apofile's words, and the ftrain of his argument, re- 
quire the computation to proceed in the defcending fe- 
ries from the partition, and by no means admit the re- 
trograde order thence to the birth of Ifaac» 

The hiftory of Ruth is entirely omitted m the courfe 
of the Annals ; but in the traft on Sacred Chronology ♦> 
is referred to the days of Ehud or Shamgar. Its true 
date is neceffary to determine the time of ©bed's birth : 
And every circumftance favours the fuppo6tion, that 
Elimelech retired into the land of Moab, in the time^ 
of the famine, during the feven years war with Mi- 
dian +. After ten years, Naomi^ having heard that the 
Lord had vifited his people, in giving them breads re- 
turned, with Ruth, to Bethlehem. 

Arrangement of the Chronology from the Eitodns to SauK 

Years after the Exodus A. M. 2515 

Mofcs dies 

Jofhua dies 

No fuprcme maglflFate 
War with Cufhan 
After Othnlers vidory 
War with Eglon 
After Ehud's vidory, reft 60 
Reft continues, fbuth 20 
War with Midian, fouth 7 

♦ P. i. c. \%, t Jud, vi. s— II. 





Jofliaa fucceed* 


40 


40 




8a 


20 




100 


8 




108 


40 


reft over all Canatn 


148 


18 




166 


60 


over all Canaan 


226 



War with Jabin, north 246 
Reft aftcrBarak'a vidory 253 



A&er 
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293 

296 

319 

320 



0f4he Judges. 

reft over all Canaan 

Abimelech diet 

Tolahdies* 

Jair judges in N. and E 

War with Ammon begins 324 

Jair dies - - 341 

Jephtha fubdues Ammon 342 

^c« - 347 

Ibzan dies - 354 

Elon fucceeds - 355 

359 
End of the Philifline war 360 
Elon dies • - 364 
Ai>don dies - 371 

373 

39« 
A.M. 2911. 

• ^rofn the firft y^car of Eli's government, coincident with 
the laft of Tolah, both excluded, to the death oIf Abdon, the 
intermediate years, common to contemporary judges, are 54, 
equivalent to the fum retrenched in the Annals, from Jofhiii's 
miniftry, and to the abridged fpace between the d^ath of 
fi^in^pu aiid the acc€;fijop pf $^|[|}. 



Chronology 

Afi er Gideon's vidory 40 

3 

Eli judges in S. and W. 2$ 
The Philiftine war begins i 

4 

»7 

I 

5 
7 
I 

4 
I 



Eli dies. The ark tidtcn 
Samuel fucceeds 



4 

8 

Samuel judges all Ifra^l i 

defeats the Phih'ftines 7 

-^-anoints Saul, and 7 
abdicates the govern- # |$ 
mtpt » J 



Es 



CHAP. 
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Chronology of the Kings. 

C H A. P. !• 

Rules of Computation^ 

HERE begins a new era, not meafured by genera* 
tionsy as in the patriarchal ages ; neither by aU 
ternate periods of war and reft ; but by the reigns of 
kings, in a regular feries. Few and obvious are the 
rules of computation. 

I , Moses ordained, that the years, from the Exodus 
progreffively, (hould begin, about the time of the ver- 
nal equinox, with the month Abib or Nifan, the term 
whence the Hebrew feftivals were to be regulated; 
though he retained the primitive order of the months, 
in buying, felling, and the other tranfaflions of civil 
life*. From this month alfo were the reigns com- 
puted. For if any king afc^nded the throne a few days 
before the fame month, it was reckoned to him for 4 
whole year ; and with the return of the fame ipontb 
began his fecond of the new reign t. 

• Jofcphus, Ant. I. 3. 3. 

f D. Levi 8 Rites and Ceremonies of the Jews, p. %%\ and 
Sir |. Newton*8 Chrono}. ch. iv. p. 496. 
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The reigns in Judah were computed from this 
fource ; though with refpeft to Hezekiah, JoCah, and 
their fuccefibrSy the Metropolitan contends, that their 
years were computed from the vacancy of the throne. 
His arguments are fallacious. 

2. Reigns of a few days, or months, are included 
in thofe befpre or after, agreeably to the exprefled no^ 
fations of time. 

3. Partnership in royalty is never to be admit- 
ted, except on the authority of the facred writers, for 
one or more years. The laft year of David was not 
comprehended in the firft of Solomon ; for though the 
latter was anointed in the currency of that year, yet 
was his acceflion not reckoned from the date of his 
coi^fecration, much lefs froni the foregoing Nifan, as 
in the Annals ; but from the firft month of the fubfe- 
qucnt» the 81 ft from the inaugui^tion of Saul *, 

Asa reigned 41 years t. But he died in the 4tft^v 
and the laft, as incomplete, was the firft of Jehoihaphat, 
though not fo marked in the Annals. Neither was the 
40th of Jehoaflj the firft of Amaziah, though the Pri- 
mate, without the leaft colour of hiftorical evidence, 
puts them in coincidence. In the like arbitrary man- 
ner, is the firft of Hezekiah loft in the i6th of Ahaz. 
With refpeft to joint reigns of more than one year, the 
fule is determinate. 

\p If the years common to two fov^eigns were full, 
9)1 belong to the fenior. If he died during the currenJ^ of 

• 1 1^. vi. I. and % Chiron, iii. a. \ il^* xv. x*. 

\ % Chron. xvi. 13. 

E 4 , the 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



56 Chronology $f the Kikcs. 

the laft, that was accounted die flrft of the fuccelTor. 
From notations abundantly decifive, certain k is, that 
Jehoram the fon of Jeholhaphat began to reign while 
his father was king of Judah, The reign of the fon 
bad a two-fold commencement: — One, two years be-r 
fore the other Jehoram afcended the throne of Samaria, 
while Jehofhaphat was living ;— another, after his de^ 
ceafe, in the fifth of that other Jehoram. Thefe cha- 
raSers of time are infallible ; though it is difficult to 
reconcile all the temis of coincidence. Whatever was 
the duration of the joint reign ♦, the 25th and laft of 
the father, as incomplete, and that only, is reckoned 
to the fon, by the firft rfale. 

** Uz z I AH was a leper unto the day of his death, and 
he dwelt in a feveral houfe ; and Jot ham the king's fon 
was over the houfe, judging the people of the land +.'* 
In what year of his reign this malady Was infli£led, is 
pncertain. The text denotes continuance of time^ 
An interval of fix years may, thoujgh with lefs cer- 
tainty, be fuppofed. But the notations of time, in the 
context, evince that the 52 years, afcribed to the fa- 
ther, were full, prior to the fole reign of the fon. 

5. I^ thefe two reigns (for none other is to be ad* 
mitted as common to two fovereigns), the genealogies 
require, that the fpecified ages of Jehoram and Jothan^ 
be computed from the firft commencement of their re- 
fpe£liye reigns ; and as tihe precife date of the conjunfl 
(overeignty is, in hbither tafe, defined, a fuffici^t 

• Four years fccm to be die n^oft probable quantity. 

t a ?;. XV. 5, 

liMii^er 
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number of intermediate years may be afliimed, for ad- 
jufting chronology to the courfe of nature. 

6. In fome cafes the reign of a minor is dated from 
the vacancy of the throne, as in the inftance of Jeho- 
afli, the fon of Ahaziah, king of Judah * ;— in others, 
and particularly in that of Uisziah, from the legal age 
of 16. But in both cafes a regency muft be fuppofed. 
Joliah's age at his acceflion was 18 (not 8, as in all ths 
copies). For this reafon a regency is excluded. 

• Concerning the father of Jehoalh, the fucccflbr of Atha- 
lia, various arc the fentiments of critics and expofitors. He 
is- (aid to have been the king's fon (i Chron. xxiii. 11.), which 
defignatloB can belong to no other than Ahaziab, the prede- 
ceflbr of Athalia, on the throne of Judah. Jehoffieba, who 
concealed him in the temple, when the reft of the feed royal 
were cruelly put to death, was the fifter of the fame Ahaziah 
(» Chron. zxii. iz.); and her humane care of that faelple^ in- 
fant fcems to afcertain propinquity of relation. Th^ he Was a 
minor of fcven years old at his acceflion, is exprefsly affirmed 
in parallel texts. Jehoiadah, the high prieft, was his pious 
guardian, and regent of the kingdom, till the young prince 
attained the legal Rge.- By his counfel, example, and influence, 
was the royal pupil initni(fted in religious difcipline, and in 
the arts of government At the protraded age of 130, died 
that venerable man, as is fuppofed, in the a7th year of thi» 
reign. Jehoaih foon after degenerated into a tyrant and idb- 
later (1 Chrbn. xxiv, 15— ao.) ftcrc Jehoaih b charattcriftd 
as the ibn of Ahaaiah; and, fai'» Kings, xii. x8, Jekofbaptiat, 
Jehmatn, a^dAbaaiab, kings ^-JudaJi* $Mt his hneal aacef- 
tPrs- 

CHAP. 
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C/jro?wlogy ofSauVs Reign. 

^A u L, when fct apart for the fov^re'ignty, was a 
^ choice young man, and a goodly ♦. « When he had 
reigned two years over Ifrael, he chofe him 3,000 men, 
whereof 2,000 were with Saul, in Michmafli, &c. and 
1,000 with Jonathan, in Gibeah +." Thefe notations 
are at Variance with the courfe of nature. The fon of 
a: choice young man, and a goodly, cannot be fuppofed 
capable of conduding the military operations, afcribed> 
in the context, to Jonathan. The Primate is not cen- 
fured for overlooking a difficulty which had efcaped th^ 
penetration of all the critics and expofitors. Neither 
the age of Saul at his acceflion, nor the length of his 
reign, is mentioned in his hiftory. In the text ( i Sam. 
xiii. I.) both thefe notations were probably infertcd. 
But the original numbers feem now to be partly loft 
and partly mutilated. Dr. Wall, in his note on tlie 
place, fuggefts, that an old fcholiaft, cited by Bofs, 
filled up the blank in the firft claufe-by the number 30. 
His reign was 40 years:}:. The ancient Hebrews tx- 
preffed numbers, not by words at length, but by alpha- 

* I Sam. ix. 2. \ Ch. xiii. 2. % A^s^ xiii. ao. 

betical 
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betical charaacrs. In the firft claufe the numerical 
fignatures were probably (K S 3^-) and thefe being 
accidentally omitted, year in the Angular number 
only remained : Inthefecond claufe may have flood 
D 40, which in tranfcribing was miftaken for 
3 20 ♦. The whole verfe thus completed is, *« Saul 
was 31 years old when he began to reign, and he 
reigned 40 years over Ifrael." Wall adds, " Abp. 
Ufher, adhering ftifly to the words, mangled as they 
are, has very much difturbed his own chronology." 

Of the text, as rendered in our public verfion, he 
(the Primate) fays, " It can have no fitter fenfe than 
this \ that after the Philiftines were fubdued by Samuel, 
one year had pafled when Saul began to reign, and that 
then he reigned two years free from fubjedion to the 
Philiflinest.'' 

No fenfe can be lefs fit. " For after the Philiftines 
were fubdued, Samuel went frOm year to year in circuit 
to Bethel, and Gilgal, and Mizpeh, and judged Ifrael 
in all thofe places^." •* When he grew old he made 
his fons judges over Ifrael, who turned afide after lu- 
cre, took bribes and perverted judgement §." They 
muft have been fome time in office, and given flagrant 

• So the text I Sam. xiH. x. was probably read in the days 
of Jofephus, who circumfcribcs Saul's reign within the com- 
pafs of »o years, 18 during the life, and a after the death of 
Samuel. But the notation in A As, xiii. ao. is exaAly con- 
formable with hiftory ; for Datid, born in the i«th of Saul's 
reign, fucceeded him at the age of 30. 

f Annals, A. M. a9#9. . J i Sam. vii. 13— !*• 

^^^•'^^-'- proofe 
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proo& of iDahdmiflifirationi before the elders* defpair- 
ing of their reformation, prefented complaints to Sa- 
muel, and' requeued to have a ling. On the \^hoIe, 
much more probable it is, that Samuel judged Ifcael 1 6 
years, than one only, after the fecond battle at Ebc- 
nezer. 

The Metropolitan proceeds: ^< Shortly after Saul 
was put from the kingdom again by the Philiftines, aiul 
the Ifraelites again very much enthralled ; which yoke, 
being again fiiaken off, Saul is faid to have gotten the 
kingdom ; that is, to have recoveted it out of the Pbilif- 
lines hands *. Now, that this thraldom continued many 
years, appeareth by this, that, whereas it began eight 
years before the birth of David, yet before it ended, Sa* 
muel propl)efied of his Ajcceeding Saul in the king* 
dom.'* This train of furmifes merits ferious confidera- 
tion. 

I . Th at Saul was, after a reign of two years, divefted 
of the kingdom, is a pofiulate, which has every fern- 
blance of a fi3ion. He is no where charafierifed as a 
^throned fovereign, as a tributary prince, or, as a 
prifoner t^ken in war. On the contrary, he is every 
vl)ere repoefented as an independent monarchy iftwng 
proclamations, by his own authority, levying forces, in 
bis own dominions ; condu6ling them to the field of 
battle> and at laft vi6lorious, or defeated. 

2- It does not appear^ that the war with the Philjf- 
tines, die^ribc4 ch. ;!ciii. and xiv. continued many years. 
The hillory has no notatioDS of time» no account of 

* I Sam. xiv. 47. 

armies 
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timiet in flationaiy eneampincnts, or continually fliift* 
ing their fituations ; of frequent ,confiia8» produflive of 
defeats and vi^ries, on both fides. Every circum* 
fiance indicates tbe notion of one campaign. 

3. The text, ch. xiv. 47. does not neceflarily im- 
fiy that Saul recovered the kingdom. The phrafe has 
a t^troTpefi to the very commencement of bis reign ; 
which^ for many years^ was profpeirous and brtlliaiit. 
His vidories are, in thb text, recapitulated : << So Saul 
took the kingdom over Ifrael, and fought againil all 
his enemies on every fide, agaiiift Moab, Ammon, 
Edom, the kings of Zobah*, the Philiftines; and 
whitherfoever he turned himfelf, he vexed them.'* 
Thefe fucceisful wars are moft probably recorded nearly 
in the order of time, and that with the Philiftines^ 
ttbrked as prior io the fubfequent conflid wkh Amakk. 

4. The predidion, that the fceptre fhould be ttanf- 
ferred from Saul to David, refers to an advanced period 
of SauPs reign, but does not confirm the Archbifhop's 
jpofition, that the Philifiine war, in which Jonathan 
exhibited all the abilities of an accompliflied general, 
began fo early as the third year from his father's coafe^ 
cration. 

The faS fcems to be, that the hiftori4in*s intent was 
to tranfmit a very concrfe accoant of this teign, in its 
commencement and progrefs, while the monarch per- 

♦ ♦* In the days of Skul the Renbenites iliiade war with the 
Hagarcnes, who fell by their hand, and they dwelt in their 
tents/' I Chr. v. 10. Thefe conqucfts arc omitted i Sam. 
ihf. 47. 

8 fevered 
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CHAP. III. 
Chronology from the Death of Saul to the Temple. 

David's reign in Hebron, over Judah and Benja* 
min, commenced from the death of his prede- 
ceflbr. After feven years and fix months, all the elders 
of Ifrael came and anointed him king over all Ifrael 
and Judah* His fubfequent reign in Jerufalem was 
33 years, including the odd Gk months ; fo that the 
interval from the death of Saul to that of David was 
piecifely 40 years, computed from Abib. 

Two inftances of aoachronifm, during this reign| 
occur in the Annals. 

I. << It came to pafs after 40 years, that Ablalom 
Ijud unto the king, I pray thee, let me go and pay my 
vow in Hebron *.** No term whence the computation 
begins, is exprefled. The Primate reckons from the 
confecration of David in the 30th of Saul. But that, 
bmng a private deed, was not likely to be ufed as a 
common term in reckoning. From the context it i« 
evident that the number 40 is by a miftake put for 4. 
Abfalom, after the murder of his brother Amnon, fled 
to Gelhurt and dwelt there three years f. By the 

* ftSam,vil« 151 f aSam. xiii. 38. 

fecret 
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Secret influence of Joab was he recalled and lived two 
full years in Jerufalem, but faw not the king's face *• 
Having obtained acceft into the royal prefence, and a 
gracious reception, he, by the arts of popularity, ftrehgth- 
cned his interefi, prepared horfes, chariots, and foot- 
men ; and at the end of two years more requeiled per- 
million to retire to Hebron, as above related. Jofe- 
pbus, conformably to the Sacred Hifiory, dates this re- 
quell from Abfalom's return out of Gclhur to Jerufa* 
lem t. Grotius adopts the corredion, and Kennicott 
confirms it by the authority of the Syriac verfion of 
SixtusV/s famous edition, and of certain excellent 
MSS. of the Vulgate ; — all which read 4 not 40. 

2. Solomon was anointed to the fucceflion, fix 
montbS) as the Primate computes, before the deceafe of 
David : And the 40 full years, afiigned to the reign 
of the father, he confiders as complete in the firfl 
month before the fon was confecraied. From that firft 
month is the new reign counted in the Annals, a full 
half year before the demife of the father. 

Saul was anointed privately about the time of the 
pafTover, in the year from the Exodus 396. About 
fcven weeks after, in the time of wheat harveft, Sa- 
muel refigned bis cbmmiffion as fupreme magiftrate. 
Count forward 80 years for that and the fubfequent 
reign, the reckoning is continued to the firft month of 
the year 476. Solomon might have been anointed fix 
months before his father's death. But it was not the 
ufage of the Hebrews to account the laft complete year 

• 1 Sam. xiv. 24. f Ant. vii. 9. i. 

F of 
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of a fenior monarch the firft of bis fucceflbr. Sdb^ 
mon's fole reign began with Abib» 477 from the 
Exodus V for in the fecond month, in the 480th yeab^ 
after the children of Ifraelwere come out of£gypr,» 
and in the 4th of his reign, Solomon laid the fbunda«i 
tlon^ of the houfe of the Lord ^« 

Joseph us difagrees not onljF with the canonical 
records, concerning the length of the interval fma 
Adam, from the deluge, from the arriral of Abraham 
in Canaan, and from the egrefs, to the foundation o£ 
the temple; but alfo with himfelf, in different parts o£ 
bis works ; even when the fame events and times are 
his fubjeflt. Strong was his prediIe£lion in favour 
of an amplified chronology. In two charaflers of the 
time he confirms the authority of the facred Annals^ 
aiflirming that the work of tlie Temple was begun in 
the fecond month of the ecclefiafiical Hebrew year^ 
and in the fourth of Solomon*^ That month he far- 
ther connefb with the Macedonian Artemifius ;. and 
that year with the eleventh of Hiram, king of Tyrc^ 
as in the fame paffage; or with the 12th, as in die 
K6th fedlion of his firll Book againil Apion. 

♦ 1 K- vi. 1—37. t -^"t. iii. 3. u 
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-Fj/?^ Jge of the World. From the Fmndathn /# 
the Overthrow of the "Temple^ 

C H A P. I. 

' Chronology of Solomon* s Re/'gh. 

Hi K c E commences a new term of computatioti* 
<* It came to pafs, at th^ end of 2<i years after 
'Solo/non bad built the two houfes, the hoc^ife of the 
Lord, ind his own houfe, that Solomon g^vc t© Hifam 
twenty citifes." Thd 24th of his reign is thus cfiarac- 
terifedy as the 20th from the foundation of the Tensile 
cxclufively. . 

Three years having been fpent irt providing mate->v 
rials for this great work, it wras finiflied in feven years, 
in the 8th month of the nth year from the death of 
bavid. That the dedication might -derive folemnity 
from one of the national feilivals, it was deferred to 
ihe Feaft of Tabernacles in the fubfequent year. The 
Primate afligns another rcafon for this delay 5 — ^that it 
might Coincide with the return of the ninth jubile. 
But that year was not concurrent with the fource o£ 
computation from the divifion of th% iand, and thefe 
obfervances were totally neglefled from the confecm* 
tion ofSauly to the days of Nehemiah. 

F 7, Airan, 
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After Solomon had employed thirteen years more 
in L lilding his own houfe, he proceeded to raife nume* 
Foiis and magnificent ftruflures about JerufakiBi and ia 
other parts of his dominions, twenty cities in Galilec,^ 
Hazor, Megiddo, Tadmore, or Palmyra, in the wil- 
derncfs,, cities of ftore,. &c. : all which works of ufe 
aiid^ grandeur, juftify the fuppofition, that he continued 
many yca^s in the pradice of thofe virtues which at« 
traded th« admiration both of his fubjeCls and of fo--^ 
yeign princess. After he had finifhed all the flupendout 
enterprifes r\ecorded in his hiftory, he continued to frame^ 
bis. life by ttte principles of piety and wifdom ; for three 
times a yeat he ofikred burnt offerings and peace offer- 
ings upony the altar which he had built*. This inti- 
mation vrnplies perfeverance during a feries of years^ 
and ift was not till after he was old, that his wives 
turpied away his heart after other gods t. 

'*An accurate computation allows only 39 full years 
^■fcr his reigp. The 40th^ as incomplete, is accounted 
the firft of Rehoboam. As a memorial of the. fchifra,, 
which gave rife to the unhappy diftinflion between the 
Samaritan^ and Jews, the ancient Hebrews^ who ad- 
hered to the tribe of Judah, kcjpt a yearly faft on tht 
ajd day of the 3d momli from the firft of Reho- 
boam. 

This fa<3^ as ta the year, is with no- lefs certainty 
authenticated, by Jeroboam's appointment of a feaft ia 
the eighth month,, like unto the feaft of the fevcntb 
month in Judah :{:. . . 

• 1 K. ix. 2$. ' t Chap, xi- i— t. J t K. xii. jx. 

Abstract 
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Chronology o/'Solomqn's Reign, 69 
Abstract of the chronology from Saul to the apo- 

ftacy of the ten tribes. 
Years after the Exodus - 435 W. J, P. B.C. 
David begins to reign in Hebron 436 2951 3656 1057 

■ injerufalem 343 2958 3663 1050 

Uriah flain in battle - 354 2969 3674 1039 

Solomon born - 456 2971 3676 1037 

""T^lT^T"""^?} 458 2973 3678 1035 

Abfalom i:ec^Ied ^ - 461 2976 3681 103^ 

Goes to Hebron, and rebels 462 2980 3685 1028 

Solomon anointed, David dies 473 2991 3696 10 17 

Solomon's fole reign begins 474 3992 3697 I0j6 

The Temple founded - 480 2995 3700 1013 

Dedicate^ - - 8 3003 3708 IQ05 

Rehoboaoi born - i 3004 3709 1 004 

Solomon dies, revolt of the"! , « 

ten tribes - - J* 2630303735 99^ 

The fubfequent years are not counted from the date 
of the Temple ; but from a prophetical period of 390 
years, commencing with the firit of Rehoboam, A. M. 
3031, and ending with the breaking up of the city, in 
the nth of Zedekiah, 3421. If the 36 years prior to* 
the accefTion of Rehoboam be comprehended in the 
peckoning, the whole duration of the firft Temple t9' 
426 ycars^ 



CHAP. 



Digitized by Vjq)OQlC 



( 70 ) 



CHAP,. 11. 
Cbronolo^ from Solomon to Athalia. 

WITH the defeflion of ten tribes from the houfi; 
of Davidy the fceptre of Rehoboanii and a pure 
worihip, begins a new feries of contemporary and inde- 
pendent kings. The two royal calendars, being exaft 
counterparts, anient the labour of comparing dates^ 
but hence computation acquires preci(jon and certainly. 
In Judah the reigns are longer than tbofe in Samaria^ 
and, as fewer broken years occur, the regifter of the 
former claims the preference, as a regulating meafure : 
The year^ charaflerifed as coincident do not always ruif 
parallel. Sufficient it is^ that they touch in one com- 
mon point. . Sometimes the fame year, making a part 
of two reigns, is twice counted. To difcriminate fuch 
notations is the province of critical {kill. In this pe- 
riod the fum of the reigns in Jerufalem is 95, and at 
Samari^ 98. As Rehoboam and Jeroboam afcended 
their refpeflive thrones at the fame time, fo Ahaziali 
and Jehoranj periibed together. The interyal, there«r 
fore, ought to be the fame by both calendars. To bring 
them to an equation, jt is previoufly requifite to exa- 
mine, whether all the years in the Chronicles of the 
Kings in Juddh were full. 
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It has already been noted, that the 41ft of Afa, and 
the a5th of Jehofhaphat, being incomplete, are feveralljr 
accounted the firft of the fubfequent reigns* Thus is 
4he duration of the fix reigns in Judah reduced to 95. 
The nine in Samariai tried by this fiandard, may \m 
^ircumfcribcd within the fame Umits. 

Analysis of the reigns from A. M. 3030, to 31^3. 
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From the fcheme of co-exlficrtf fovereigos it is ob- 
vious, that the four year^ afligned to Nadab and £ia 
are comprehended m the reigns of Jeroboam, Baalh^ 
and Omri, on the throne of lA-aeJ. The laA of Jero- 
ioam coincides with the firk of A(a, and the firft of 
Omri with the 27th ; fo that the iatennediate years in 
4he kingdom of Samaria are^ by the numbers of ro* 
ference, reduced from 3P to 26. Ahab began to reign 
in the 38th of Afa, which was the 1 2th of Omri^ who 
idying before its termination, the whole year is ac* 
^ounted the firft of Aliab. 



♦ Abp. UA^ extends this period to 95. 

r4 
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7* CHRONOLOGv/rdwi Solomon to Athaha. 

In each chronicle a few notations, feemingly dif? 
jcofdant, occur. 

<Mn the 36th year of Afa, Baaiha came up againft 
Judah *." But, « In the 26th of Afa, Elah the fon 
of Baaflia began to reign over Ifrael +." Of this inva- 
fion the true date was certainly the 26th of Afa ; for 
Jofephus appofitply remarks, that Baaiha, after a re- 
pulfe, returned immediately to his own country, and 
l^eing prevented by death, b^d np leifure to meditate 
expeditions againft Judah. 

" In the 27th of Afa, Omri fet fire to ZImri-s pa- 
lace, and burnt it oyer him, fo that be pcriOied in the 
conflagration %,'* But Omri's reign is dated from the 
31ft of Afa §. This apparent incongruity is obviated 
in the context. The people was divided. One faftion 
made Omri king, aqother declared in favour of Tibqi: 
'After a conflift of four years Tibni died, and Omri 
reigned. 

" Ahaziah the fon of Ahab began to reign over 
Ifracl in the 17th of Jehofliaphat, king of Judah, and 
. reigned two years [|." From the hiflpry it is probable 
that Ahab, alarmed by the awful threatenings denounced 
sjgainft him on account of NabaPs murder, took his 
fon Ahaziah into a partnerfliip in the fovereignty three 
^cars before his death, though thefe, conformably to the 
ufual mode of computation, are included in his reign of 
32 years. The true date of this conjund reign is the 
17th of Jeholhaphat, as above expreffed, and the twq 



• ftChr.xvi. I. I iK. xvi. 8. 

J I K. ;tvi. 19. f Vcr. aa. || i K.xxii. 51. 
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CHRONocoGY/rflw Solomon toAxHALiA" ^j 

years of the fon's fole reign are counted from the dc- 
ceafe of the father. 

«* Jehoram, the fon of Ahab, king of Ifrael, began 
to reign in the i8th of JehoQiaphat, king of Judah, 
and reigned 12 years*/' This arrangement excludes 
two years from the reign of Ahab with the two fubfe- 
quent years of his immediate fucceflbr» Ahaziab, and 
extends the reign of this Jehoram to i6. But certain 
it i$, that prior to the acceilton of Jehoram king of Sa- 
piaria, his brother Ahaziah confalted with JehoOiaphat, 
concerning an e?^pedition to Ophir, in the interval 
from the death of Ahab^ Jehoram, therefore, was not 
in veiled with fovercignty fo early as the i8tb of Jeho* 
Qiaphat, for in the 19th Ahab died. 3y fome incidental 
miftake in tranfcribing this text, 18 is fubftituted for 
92 ; and the error is repeate4 io the Septyagint, and 
other verfions. 

The resign of Jehoram, the fon of Jehofliaphat, had 
a double commencement ; the one in his father's life* 
time, the other. at the vacancy of the throne, for 
Ahaziah, the fon of Ahab, in Samaria, having died 
without a fon, was fucceeded by his brother Jdioiam, 
in the fecond year of Jehoram the fon of Jehofliaphatt 
king of Judah f ; and, ** in the fifth of Joram, the fon 
of Ahab, Jehofhaphat being then king of Judab, b^ai| 
\a% fon Jehoran) to reign :{:.'' 

• a K. iii, |. f %K. i, 17. 

1 Ch. viiv 16. 

THES£ 
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. CHAP. in. 

From Athalia io the ReduEtion of Samaria. 

IN his Trcatile on the Sacred Chronology the vene- 
rable Primate remarks, that the fum of the reign^ 
over Judah, in this period, is 165 \ ihofe over Ifracl 
J 43 years 7 rnonths; the deficiency being 21 years 5 
months. With i-efpeft to the former feries, the author 
(deviates from bis arrangement in the Annals, where the 
interval ^is reftrifted to j 63^ The larger number is a 
corredion juftified by the tiered regifters. Yet by a 
grange fatality, he proceeds to an equation, and re- 
trenching one year from the reign of Jehoafh, anothef 
from Ahaz, rellores the deficient nunjber^ As no hint 
of an incomplete year, or of a joint adminiftration^ 
occurs in cither cafe, this abridgpnjent is inadmifTible. 
In the former period, the fubjed of the preceding chap- 
ter. It is recorded, that Afa died in tlie 41ft year froni 
his acceflion ; and that the fir ft of Jehoram's folc reign^ 
began while Jehofhaphat was king of Judah. Thefp 
hints, had the Metropolitan attended to them, gave hiip 
full authority for reducing the fpace between Solomon 
and Athalia from 95 to 93 years. If no other unchro- 
nologlcal abbreviatipHB had been made, the length of 

th^ 
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CuRONOLOGY frcmt- AxHALlAr ^C. 7/ 

the interval from the acceffion of Rehoboam to the 
difperfion of the apoflate tribes, would have agreed wkh 
eveiy recorded criterion of the interfiiediate times. 

This period may conveniently be divided into two 
parts. 

I. From the death' of Ahaziah to that of Uzziah, 
kings of Jydab, the fum of the reigns is 127, Uzziah 
and Pekahiahy king of Ifrael, died in the fame year. 
From the 12th of Joram, exclufively, to the death of 
Pekahiah, muft likewife intervene 127 years. Jeroboam 
Ily in Saod^ria, died 14 years after the beginning of 
Uzziah's perfonal reign in Judah, wiiich was the 13th 
from the death of Amazlah ; and 13 + 14 = 27, con- 
nefl the 4i{l» or lad, year of Jeroboam with the 27th 
of Uzziab, thus : 

Athalra - 6 Jehu - 28 

Jehoafh - 40 Jehoahaz 17 

Amaziah - 29 Joafh - 16 

Uzziah - 27 Jeroboam 41 

IQ:^ 102 

Uzziah reigned 52 years, and confcquently lived 25 
after Jeroboam. But the reigns of Jeroboam's fuccef- 
forsy from Zachariah to Pekahiah, both included, make 
hut 12 years 7 months. Here is a deficiency of li 
years 5 months, the complement of 25^. 

It muft be prefumed, that from the 27th to the 38th 
of Uzziah, when Zachariah afcendcd the vacant throne, 
was a feafon of anarchy in Samaria. Suppofe it to have 
la&ed II years nearly; for ^ough Zachariah's fix 
monthf began in the 38th, they ended in the 39th. 

In 
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In this year he was flain by Shallum ; and SballunJ^ 
after one full month, by Mcnahcm. According to thfc 
ufual rule of computation, the whole year fliould have 
been reckoned to Menahem. But his right to the throne 
was not immediately recognized. Of a throne, ac- 
quired by blood, he could not obtain poflcflion, without 
violence. Thofe inhabitants, who would not open their 
cities to him, he fmote with the fword, and ripped up the 
women with child. At laft, defpairing of fuccefs, he 
bribed Pul, king of Aflyria, with looo talents of 
(liver, to confirm the kingdom in his hand, and pre- 
vailed. 

The time of this conflift for domination, it is rea- 
fonable to fuppofe, was two years, including the feW 
months afTigned to Zachariah and ShaJlum. Having 
forcibly invaded the throne, he reigned lo years, and 
was fucceeded by Pekaiah, his fon, wlio died after two 
years. The reigns in Samana fubfequent to the de- 
mife of Jeroboam, adjufted to the remaining yean of 
Uzziah in Jerufalem, are as follow : 

Jeroboam dies. 

Interrcign - - n 

Zachariah and Shallum i 

Interreign . . | 

Menahem - lo 

Pekaiah dies • 2 

+ 102 

W7 127 

IL The 



Uzziah 


27 




38 II 




39 » 




40 I 




50 10 


Uzziah dies - 


. 52 2 




25 




+ 102 
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II. The remaining divifion of this period compre- 
hends the two reigns of Jotham and Abaz with, the 
firft fix years of Hezekiab : — 16 + i6 + 6 == 38. In 
the chronicle of the contemporary kings in Ifrael, 29 
years only are afligned to Pekah, and 9 to HoQiea \ 
the deficiency 9. Two notations in the regifler indir 
cate a fucceftful expedient for afcertaining the equality 
of the numbers. 

I. Pekah was flain In the 20th year fronj the death 
of Uzziahi or 4ih of Abaz, which the lacred hiUorian> 
by a very iinufual mode of exprefTioi^, cadis the 2oth q£ 
Jotham the fon of Uzziah *• Jofham reigned t^t: 16 
years. Pekah was, therefore, mtrrdered in the fourth 
of his fucceilbr. But. h^rc an objeflioa occurs ** In 
the iccond year of Pekah^ king of Ifrael, bega<n Jotham, 
kingof Judah, to reign +.". Confequently the firll of 
Pekah was coincident both with tlic liecond of his pre^- 
^ecefTpr Pekahiah, and alfo- with the 52d of Uzziah, 
on the throne of Judah. But, if one invariable ruie 
in computation be applied, the objeflion will difappear. 
Pekah moft probably afccndcd the throne of Ifrael a 
few days or weeks before the deaih of Uzziah, who it 
may be prefumed did furvive the then cnfuing montU 
of Abib, whence the fecond of Pekah, according to the 
ufual mode of computation, began. From the fame 
term likewife was counted the firft of Jotham, Yet,, 
the far greater part of the fame year being common ta 
both princes, the (acred hrftorian, by connefting the 

* % Klnys, XV. 30. J V. 3»* 
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20th of Pekah with the 2oih from the demife of tJz- 
ziah exclufively, intimates, that, in this one inflance', 
he deviates from the general rule of counting a fe^ 
days or weeks a whole year. 

2. The reign of Holhea, iil Samaria, is dated front 
th6 1 2th of Ahaz • ; that is, eight full years after tht 
murder of Pekah. Here is a decifive intimation of an 
interreign in Ifrael. To Hofhea is afligned a refgn of 
nine years. But the ao years of Pekah, the nine of 
HoQiea, and the eight of an interreign, is no more 
than 37, or lefs by unity than 38, the interval froni 
the death of Uzziah to the fixth of Hezekiah inclu- 
fively. This defeft may be fupplied, by fuppofing, 
that, in the 12th of Ahaz, Holhea, either by force, or 
by the confent of the people, had furmounted the re- 
fiftance of an oppofite fa£lion, and that his reign is to 
be computed from the 13th of Ahaz. Thus are the 
reigns of the kings, in the rival ftates, brought to anr 
exa£l equation. 

Jotham - 16 Pekah - 20 

Ahaz - 16 Interreign 9 

Hezekiah - 6 Hofhea - 9 



38 

+127 


38 
+127 


165 

+93 


.65 
+93 


258 


258 


• a Kings, xvii. i. 
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h the ReJuSfioh of Samaria. St 

Usher aflows but 254 years from the revolt to ttw 
removal of the ten tribes. The reafon of this abbre* 
viation has already been afligned. }n the Annals the 
birth of Arphaxad and of Abraham is anticipated each 
by one year. A third is retrenched from the reign of 
JehoaOi) and a fourth from that of Ahaz. Thefe mif- 
takes being redified, the redu£lion of Samaria is brought 
dowti to its true date A. M« 3288, not 3284. - 

" They who make operofe explications of little 
difficulties, are more folicitous in defending the chrono- 
logy of the fcripture, than it needeth. In reckoning 
the times, the facted writers do not infift on the niceties, 
of odd months, days, or parts of a )-ear*." Even 
this remark is more than it nadetb. No other hifto* 
rians are fo careful to diflinguifli incomplete from full 
years, to charaSerize excurrent months, and days, by 
the years of co-exiftent reigns, and to fugged more 
hints than are ftriflly neceffary to the truth of compu- 
tation. Of the infpired authors this is one peculiar 
mark of perfection. In the foregoing arrangements 
the utmoft regard has been had to thofe numbers o^ 
reference, without which it would have been impoflible 
to methodife the hiRory of this period ; and it is, with 
much fatisfa£lion, difcovered, that all are perfe31y 
conftftent. Subjoined arq the fyhchronifms in the 
reigns from the 93d year fubfequent to the death of 
Solomon, exhibited at one view. 

* Wall's note on % Kings, ix. 99. 

a Judah 
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Judah. . ^ Samaria. 


, J«<l^,v.-. 


'• S^inarU* ' 


Afhalfi* 6 Jehu '6 59 


Uitiah' 5X 


Pckahiaii i 219 


JehojiA 1' • 7 100 


5» 


Pekah 1220 


22 28 121, 


Joiham .1 


I 221 


%$ Jciioihaz i 122 


t€ 


t6 236 


39 .17 138 


Ahazf .^ 1 


, J7 2.n 


4a Joaih I 139 


2 


18 238 


Amaziah x 2 140 


• . 3 


19 239 


15 16 154 


4 


Pekah flain 20 240 


16 Jeroboam j 155 


13 


Interreign 9 249 


29 14 168 


H 


lio(hca * , I 250 


"Afri" *« 'So 


;* 


'215* 

3.2i* 


'S^It 


Hczckiah x 

;, , ,2, 


4 »53 
. 5 *54 


27 41 195 


3 


6 255 


38 'I«te^isii M zc^> 


■■ 4 


7 156 


39 Zachariah f 

. tedSbal- X 207 


5 


8 257 


The teiia , 


carried away 9 258 


• 40 Ihtfcrreign i 208 






50 ;. Mcnahcm 10 2j8 







It merits rfcgard, that the long reign of Uzziah hap- 
pily ferves, ar'ah adjufting ineafure, for feven fhort 
reignS) andlhreeVacancies^^Fthd throne in Samaria. 

* Hofhea's firft jcar is.conw^cjJ vfitb the rath .of Ahaz 
(1 Kings, xvii. i.). In the table it coincides with the 14th. 
Thi« apparent' difcord of Idatcs admits a ^ry jirohahle com - 
pnvntfe; ' Ib the istb of Ahaz, either b]^ eon^t or eompiil- 
fipu, Hoihca might qbujn ^hf fotcreiitnty; but the iacred. 
htftorian Judged it proper to.^iQCl^de.tbe^^ne full years ,p^ 
iifurpatiOn, and to^compute the reign. of the fame quandty 
froin th^'r4th'of*Aha2,' in which it moft probably ended. 
Some part of the feme year might he common to both pritwJes, 
though, it 4iii not begin and end with the fame day of thto'co'* 
exifttnt rcigjjs, « . . . ' *i . . 
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CHAP. IV. 

From the Removal of the Ten Tribes id the Con* 
flagration oftl^e Firft Temple. 

THAT ufeful dire^iy* the Chronicle of Sainaria» 
unavoidably ceafed Ivith the political exifience 
of that efiablifhment. Its ufe, however^ is happily fu- 
perfeded by Ptolemy's Mathematical C^non, which 
opens 26 years prior to the extindion of the kingdom 
in Ifraely and terminates with the reiga of Antoninus 
the Philofopher, one full' century after the Chrifiiaa 
era. 

The reigns in Judah are ftill computed from Abib* 
But to all of them the Annals aflign another date from 
difierent months of their feveral years. The authorities 
produced from the facred records, if properly inter- 
preted, do not eftablifl) the author's pofitions, a full 
examination of which is referved for the enlarged 
Arrangements, where it will be {hewn, that his con- 
clufions are at variance with the chronology afid hiftory 
of the times. '_''^' 

This period ends with A* M. 3421, 427, years 

after the foundation of the Temple. But from tlie 39th 

of Solomon's reign exclufively, 3030^ begins a new 

G 2 Iburce 



Digitized by 



Googk 



84> Chronology. 

fource of computation, by the noted term of 390 years, 
beyond which the punifhrnent of Ifraers apoilacy was 
pot to be deferred ♦. 

As a regulating meafure for the remaining reigns in 
Judah, it is requifite to fet thofe of Chaldea in juxu- 
pofition. An abbreviated fcheme follows. 



Jcrufalcm 
Hczckiah 


Babylon. 


Jcrufiilcm 




Babyl< 


m. 


7 Mard.Em- * 259 


Jofiah 


16 


Nabopol- 


' 354 




17 padus 2 2 269 


Jeho»4ia2 
Jehoiakim 


3« 


lailar 


16 349 




22 Archianus 5 274 


I 




17 370 




24 lotcrreign 2 276 




4 


Kcbuchad- 


Xio 373 




27 Bclibus 3 279 




5 


uezxarf 


a*« 374 




28 Aprona- i 280 




6 




3 375 




29 dius 2 281 




7 




4 376 


Manaiich 


I 3 i82 




8 




5 37^ 




4 6285 




9 




6 377 




5 Regilibus i 286 




lO 




7 37» 




r Mcccfli- J 


JehoiacKln 
Zedckiah 


II 




8 379 




9. ' inorda<* ' 4 290 


» 




9 380 




C cus 3 




2 




xo 381 




17 Iiiterr€*gn 8 298 




3 




1. J82 




3ol^'n'3 3» 




4 
5 




12 3S.3 

13 384 




5or^":; }- 33. 




6 

7 




14 385 

15 386 




51 Ncbuchado- i 332 




S 




16 387 




55 nofor 5 336 




9 




17 388 


Amon 


^ 7 338 




10 




18 389 


Jcfi^i 


I 8 339 
tS ^i 353 




11 




19 390 



A. M. 



3421 



• Sec Ezckiel, iv. 

I Daniel, adopting the compuution of CUaldca, where ke 

wrote his Prophecies, dates Ncbucliadnczzar's reign from the 

death of his father. But all the bther facred authors reckon 

Irom the fiuurth of Jehoiakim. 

- Xt^^4svration of the dirine forbearance with the idolatrous 

ifraclites, prefignified to Ezekiel, was limited to 390 ycari^ 

the laft of which began in the tenth of Zedckiah, which was 

the Atb of Nebuchidilezzai*, Jer. xxxii. i. ; and ended on the 

nmtb *f theiburth month in the fnbfeqnent year, when the 

fesunewas fore in the city,. «d Zedckiah boiwd with fcucrs. 

iJCingf, xxiv. 5—7. . 

Stages 
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Captivity "or Judah. 8^ 

Stages of the Si^g^ kccbrding to th6 Hebrew and 
Roxiuai Calendar. 

- 'A. M. Heb. Rom. 

2^ekiah*s 9thyearbegias 3419 Abib x Apnl 10 in. 

Seige begun - 342Q Shebat lo Jan. 14 tb* 

10th of Zedekiah begins Abib i April aS U . 

Siege renewed - Sivan 16 July 12 L 

iithof Zedekiah begins 3421 Abib x April 17 t« 

Famineprevails. Tbeiiegeraifed Tamus xo July 26 th. 

Conflagration of the temple Ab xo Aug. 25 f* 

Captives carried to Babylon . 20 3ept. 4 U 

These Arrangements, the refult of calculations, 
confiruded on infallible chara6lers of time, exprefled in 
leveral concurrent texts, evince, that the years ot Ze* 
dekiah are not computed, as in the Annals, from the 
tenth day of the fourth month, and that the eleventh 
in particular, did not expire till the end of the eighth 
month exclufivety from the date of his captivity. 

If from the breaking up the city, on the 26th July, 
390 years be counted back, to the firft of Rehoboam, 
which was the 40th of Solomon, their commencement^ 
without regard to the Hebrew lunar form, will coincide 
vrith Wednefday the 27th July A.M. 3031, the true 
hiftorical term, whence the eftablifliment of idol- 
worfhip in Samaria is to be computed. 

Usher, Prideaux, Bedford, and others, continue 
the currency of the 390 years to the 23d of Nebuchad- 
nezzar, when Nebuzaradan returned to Jerufalem^ and 
thence carried away into Babylon 745 captives *• 

♦ Jcr. liL 30. 

G 3 This 
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c , .. .^^ -^ ^ '• ' ^ 

This obvious ipetachror^fin. js the un^^t^^lccofi^ 
fequence of taking four full yean from the age of the 
world, and of cctmrefling tbe hiftorical date of our 
Lord^s naftmty with A.M. 4^60. But thfe origin of 
this mfftake ib iibt* now the &ibje£l'of difciiflioiiJ Its 
efieOis rauft hi exatnined. It cdtifiadi^ the nuniber^ 
and* imdS^ttf of the propheticar vifion Jtt the fourth 
chapf** dfE^ekicl ;^riay; perverts the Vtrf tci-ms by 
wh&b the^dtd ii^ e.^p!amed. The complex apparatus 
relates entirely to a then future fiege of Jerufitlciii ;^14 * 
iiege of 'a (jetenninate length ;-*-neither more nor lefs 
than 390 natpral di^ys. TKefe natural days.reprelicnted 
as many natura) y^ars in p^ hiAorical time. If the 
firft of th^ 39P days reprefented the firft pf the, 390 
y^ai$) evident is the abfurdity of affirming, that the 
3jpth y^ajr and the 390th day had a diflfcre^t tcr- 
n^inaticjn. , : . 

From th^ tinie of raifing the fiege, 40 day|nfp{;cr 
we3« f o.iQterv<;ne ^forc the carrying. aw^y of^Jud^h 
into captivity. Thefe r^preftnt as n^any years pf t^p 
divine patience t9wards the tjcit^es of Jud|ah ap4 S^.i^ 
jamin (comBrehi^qding aIfo_the r^nqaip^ ofthf^tm^ 
other tribes, who had adhered to tb^ bouf^? olO&vid* 
fince the r^duflion of Samaria); and are coipited in 
thefcheme from the iQth gf Tamuz to th^. zoth of 
Ab. Th^ 49 co^rqfppn^cnt ye^rs are ^.nuipbcKcd from 
the beginning of Jeran^*$ miniftry, 91 thfr:i3thof 
Jofiah. > - ' '.' , . ,- 
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- Sixth Jge of the World. 

C H A P. I. 

Frbm the defloration .of the Jews to the FaU of the 
1 Peijiau Empire^ 

TN the interval, from the 19 th of Nebuchadnezzar to^ 
-■• the firft of Cyrus, very little is recorded of the 
Hebrew captives, while exiles from their country. 

For connefling the hifiory of this peogle, and the 
chronology of thefubfequent times, with the Mathemati- 
cal Syntaxis of Ptolemy, is wanted a counteipan, fi^ 
milar to the Royal Calendar in Judah. From tbis defe£t 
arifes the lofs of a national direflory in comgutatiosn. 
A regifter, though not compiled wholly by infpired 
writers, neither i^.the form of a national direfiory,^ 
occurs. Its materials exift» though in a ftatc of dif- 
perfionj, among the records of various nations. This 
was precifely the condition of the. Jews themfiely^t 
after the diflblution of their monarchy. Butfiillthp. 
femblance of fupremacy was preferved, in the perfons 
of certain chiefs, called Princes of the Ca^i^iiy, or hi 
high prielis, often invefled with the funSidns of ma- 
gillracy. In the facrcd and apocryphal books, as far a5 
they extend, are preferved the names» numbert and* 
G 4 order 
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order of fucceflion, in which fuch princes, or pontifTsy 
.obtained jurifcli£lion, from the firft of Cyrus, to the 
nominal fovereignty of Herod, when the higli prieil- 
hbod ceafed to be hereditary. Much iifeful informa* 
tion of this fort, is likewife contained in the Alex- 
andrine Chronicle ^ ; but efpecially in Jofephus, who 
is much more accurate in his accounts of the high 
priefts, fubfequent to the clofe of the Hebrew canon» 
than in the times of the Judges and Kings. 

^T the time of Zedekiah^s degradation, Seraiah was 
put to death at Riblah, after he had worn the mitre 
about 13 years. During the captivity we read of no 
other high prieft than his fon, Jofadac. Probable it is, 
that he did not all that time hold this honourable rank. 
If he did not, he might have been fuccecdcd by an 
elder Son, or, as was not unufual, in the event of a 
minority, by a pried in thp collateral line, till Jcfhua 
fliould attain thp legal age of confecration. Invefted 
with this character he returned with Zofobabel, and 
retained the dignity 53 years. 

Am obje£lion is to be removed. In the fecond year 
of Cyrus, Jefhua had Tons appointed to fet forward the 
work of the Temple ; which implies an advanced age 
at the time of the return from Babylon, and renders 
improbable ^e bypothcfis of fo very lon^ a pon- 
tificate +. 

* |twas firft difcoy^rcd in an old library in Sicily. One 
copy was brought to Rome, another afterwards to Au^urgh 
In Germany, where it was tranflated and publiflicd in x6i4- 
Prideaux prefers, in many things, its authority to that of 
Afrieanus and Eufebius. 

t E«ra, iii. 9. 

But 
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But JcOiua the higjh prieft i$ always charaQerized 
as the fon of Jo(adac. Whereas the Jefhua in' the 
(pecified text, and in all others where bis bame occun, 
was of the Levites, a clafs inferior even to that of tlie 
ordinary priefls ♦. The Jefhua, whofe Ions fct forward 
the work of the houfe of the Lord, was the Levite, 
and is always mentioiiied with Kadmid. 

In this period Aaron's rod began to bloflbm afrefliy 
when the prerogatives, annexed for a time, to the 
fceptre of Judah, were refirified to his own tribe. 

Prlmo avulfoy non deficit alter 
Aureus, & (imili frondeicit virga metallo. Virg. 

One pluck'd away, a fecond branch ye fee 

Shoot forth in gold, and glitter thro' the tree. Pitt. 

Such are the numerous records, whence may be 
oonftrufled a competent dire^ory for regulating the 
chronology of the times, to which the canonical hiflory 
does not reach. In certain notations they' difief from 
one another. To them is not afcribed the attribute of 
iofallibility. The writings even^ of the infpired biAo- 
rians and prophets ieem in ^ome things to difagree* 
But apparently diicordant pa^es beii^ broygbt to the 
tf&of found criticifm, conformably to the coinfe of 
nature, and the truth of computation, every colour of 
ambiguity, error, or impofture, acquires the afped of 
credibility* 

• Sec E^ra ii. 46. Nth. vii. 43 —x. 9 — xii. 8. 14. See 
alfo Dr. Wall's note on Ezra, iii. 9 1 and Prideaux, vol. h %is» 
ful. edition. 

Analysis 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



5© G H R O N O L O G Y. 

Analysis of the JewiOi hiftorV, under thfc princes 
of the captivity, and high priefts^ connefted ^ith the 
rci<yn$ in Babylon and Pcrfia, from the overthrow of the 
firll temple to the rife of the Greek empire ; together 
with the corrcfted dates>*iiiirpJacei, in U(her*s Annab. ' 



Years from the,deaihof Seratab^ A. M. ^4^1 

Jofadac 



JK«l>uclad- 1 . „^^ 

nezear 3 

Enl McRxtici it» 

Ncrigliifar 4 . 3% 

B^llhatzar t? 49 

Dar. Mcdus 2 51 

Jettiua I Cyrus - I 5s 

7 ^ 7 58^ 

iSCambyfcf? g ^ 

Smcrdis a 

i6Dar.Hyft. i 67 

"51 36101 

51 Xerxes i 103 

yc,(hua dies 5^ 2 104 

jjiakim 1 3 i?5 

19 *i M3 

20 Art. Long, i 1 14 

"^^^t* Z 26 begirt • 7 i2<i 
30 II 124 



Etiaiblb I 12 125 

JJehcraiah's 9 Commifiion 20 133 
Eltalhib zo Art. Long. 21 134 

30 41 "54 

31 Dar. Kpthus i 155 
40 9 ^^i 

loiadah 1 11 165 

End of the 5 Sacred bift. x 5 169 

9 ^9 173 

10 Art. Mncm. i 174 



Jonathm 



JMdua 



40 
I 

1,5 

]6 Ochuf 

3* 

* 

4 ^ 

6 Arogms 



31 204 

32 205 
46 219 

I 220 

17 ^36 

18 237 
21 240 

a H3 



Codom. 4 247 
A. M. 366S 



It now jremakis, that the anachronifros in the Annals 
be reduced to the natural order of genuine hiflory. 

I. The identity of Cambyfes, the fon of Cyrus, 
with the Ahafuehis mentioned Ezra, iv. 6 ; and of 
Smenfis> the tnagian, with the Artaxerxes, in the fe- 
ventb verfe, is an arbitrary hj'pothefis of Ufter, and 
ra{h>y adopted by Prideaux and Bedford. 

- Cambyses, aqd hisfucceffor Smerdis, theimpoftor, 
occupied the Pcrfian throne from the deraife of Cyrus 
to the acceflion of Darius Hyttafpis, a (hort period of 
^rght years, .according to the report of the moft credi- 

b|e 
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ble hiftorians and die computatron of Ptolemy, the 
maH^efoatician. Jn tht facred hiftoiy it is recorded, 
•* That the people of the" land,'* that is, the difaf-' 
feded Samaritans, ** weakened the hands of the people 
in Judab, and troubled tbem in building ((he Temple), 
all the days of Cyrus, even unto the reign of DariuS)' 
king of Perfia." This interval comprehends 14 years. 

NoN£ of the Pagan writen has diftinguiflied Cam* 
byies by the name of Ahafuerus ; and though Smerdis' 
had feveral names, which are well known, yet that of 
Artaxerxes was certainly not of the number. 

The oppoTition raifed by evil counfellors, who had 
been hired to fruftrate the purpofe of the builders, prior 
to the reign of Darius Hyfiafpis, feems to have been 
the projed of a tumultuous fadion at home, without 
the knowledge or authority of the Perfian couit. If 
the deputy governors in Samaria, infligated by the ad^ 
verfaries of Judah, did tranfmit to Cambyfes, in the 
commencement of his reign, a remonftrance agatnft 
the rebuilding of the Temple, no evidence of his pro- 
hibiting the work, by a royal edifi, exifts. Improba- 
ble it is, that he would reverfe a national deed, fo 
lately and folemnly ratified by his father. His (hort 
and buflling reign, embroiled with foreign wartf> parti- 
cularly the conqueft of Egypt, left him but few and' 
Ihort intervals, for the adminiftration of Perfia ; much 
Icfs for interfering with the affairs of remote' pro- 
vinces. 

Smerdis, during the few months of his ufurpation, 
fofi^itous to conceal the infamy of his mutilated ears, 

and 
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and to guard againd the apprehended danger of a vlo* 
lent death, feldom appeared in public, and difcharged 
few fun£iions of royalty. Befides, before the Samari- 
tans could obtain an ap^fwer to their complaint (if any' 
were produced), he had undergone the punifhment due 
to his impofturc and tieafon. 

The conclufion from thefe premifes is, that the re- 
(iftence to the building of the Temple, from the time of 
Cyrus to Darius, proceeded wholly from the malevo* 
lence of the Samaritan fadion, without the approbation 
of the intermediate princes, Cambyfes and Smerdis. 

But in the fecond year of Darius, Tatnai, the De- 
puty Governor in Samaria, with his companions, tried, 
though without eflefl, to hinder the elders of Judah 
from proceeding to build the houfe of the Lord. A 
letter was fent from Samaria to Darius, fetting forth, 
that the Jews had begun, and were Hill continuing in 
that work, under the pretended fanflion of authority 
from Cyrus. The remonftrants fubmitted to the king's 
good pleafure» whether the national archives (hould be 
fearched, in order to difcover the original of that de- 
cree. The records were confulted, and the deed found 
to be authentic. Darius immediately enforced the com- 
miflion by Cyrus, adding ample encouragements to the 
builders, and denouncing on their enemies grievous 
pains and penalties. The Jews continued to build, and 
the houfe was finifhed in the fixth year of that reign. 
This is the fum of what is recorded in the canonical 
Book of Ezra, coiKerning the work of tlic fecond 

Temple. 
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Temple. Before its dedication the rebuilding of the 
city was not begun. 

On this principle it is prefumed, that the Ahafuerus 
and Artaxerxes, mentioned in the (ixth and feventh 
verfes of the fourth chapter, were not the predeceffhrs^ 
but the fucceffirs of Darius Hyftafpis ; and confe- 
quently were Xerxes and his fon, Arraxerxes Longi- 
manus. 

•* In the reign of Ahafuerus, in the beginning of 
his reign, wrote they * an accufation againft the inha- 
bitants of Judah and Jerufalem/' The articles of this 
accufation arc not cxprefled. They could not, how- 
ever, relate to the rcftoration of the Temple, for that 
flru£lure had been finifhed full 30 years before the ac- 
ceifion of Xerxes. Of that complaint the fubjeit, 
^oubtlefs, was the rebuilding of the city : and this 
<onjeflurc the Words of the text confirm. In the pre- 
ceding verfes, which treat of the Temple only, the 
people of Judah alone are mentioned. The city did 
not then exift otherwife than as a heap of ruins. Now, 
after the lapfe of 30 years, confiderabie progr^fs mufi* 
under the patronage of Darius, have been made in 
rearing up its deiblate edifices. Not without peculiar 
cmphaGs does the hiftorian obferve, ** That this accufa- 
tion was written againfl the iNHABiXANTiof Judah 
and Jerusalem." 

The hiftory gives no fuller account of the refult of 
this remonftrance, than of its contents, though they are 
inferred by implication. I^ had very probably an efie£l, 

• The people of the land, and their cornifellotf . 

fimilar 
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fimilar to the complaint preferred in the former reigfi* 
It was meant for mifchief, but produQive of good. It 
is thp remark of Jofephus, «* That Xerxes inherited 
not only the kingdom^ but alio the piety, of his. father 
Darius ; for he did all things relative to the divine 
worlhip, in imitation of fo worthy a pattern, and ap- 
proved himfelf a munificent benefeflor of the Jews ♦." 
Here is a fortuitous, but not indecifive prefuraption, 
that this writer confidered Xcrj^es as the Ahafuerus in 
Ezra, iv. 6. 

" In the days of Artaxerxes wrote Biflilam, &c. a 
letter againft Jerufalem." This reraonftrance is c,xpll- 
citly declared to have bad for its fubje£l the building of 
the rebellious and bad city, the walls of which had then 
been fet up, and the foundations joined. During the 
fpace of 41 years from the dedication of the Templo» 
had die Jews, enabled by a royal grant irom Dari^s, 
and continued by Xerxes, of ajl the tribute arifmg from 
thje lands in Judah, Samaria, and Galilee, proceeded 
with all difpatch, without much diftorbance from their 
fchiCmatical neighbours f. The Samaritans,, grudging 
fp large a contribution, extorted, annually for the emo* 

• Ant. XI. 5. 1. 

t The words of the grant are, *• Moreover, I make a de- 
cree, that of the kind's goods , even of the tribute beyond th^ 
river, forthwith expcnccs be given unto thefc men th^tttbey be 
iiOt hindered.*' Kzra, vi. 8. By '* ttn tribute heyend the tltier^ 
i ;„ not meant the whole taxes arifing from all the provinces of 
the Pcrfian empire, on the weft of the Euphrates j bat, in a 
morercIlri(ftcd Tcnfe, the produce of the rv'vcnucs rmpofcd on 
the late kingdoms of Jiubh aiid IfracL 4 

lumcnt 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



REB,uiLaDiN6 ^Jerusalem. '95 

kum^t of the Jews^ repeated tbeir grievances^ with 
petitipas of r^iefv 4t the commencement of eyery new 
reign $ and at^ the acce^oa of Artaxerxes Longimanus» 
the uliial expedient was not omitted, . He, impbcitly 
beliieving the ?iccuIation, in its. full extent, aa fet forth^ 
without hearing the Jew« »in their owti defence, gave 
onfcrs that the city flioqld not be builded, till a new 
epn^mandment fliould be given from bimfelf *. The 
commiffioncrs returned, and made the Jews to teafe by 
force and power; nor was this peremptory prohibition 
reverfed before the feventh year of the §ime reign t. 

4. The computation of the Annals deviates from 
the truth of hiftory, in affirming, that Darius Hyftafpis 
was the prince, who, under the name of Ahafuerus, 
divorced Vafhti and efpoufed Either. On the authority 
of the Septuagint^ Jofephus, and the apocryphal book 

f This atrangcment of rctgns, cvems, nnd dates, from the 
firft of Cyrus, is authorifed by the tcftiraony of tht Pagan 
writers, and, with the help of a few nccefTary tmnfpofitiojis, 
accords in perfei* harmony with the reports contained in tha 
books of the canonical and apocryphal Ezra. 

This brder of times, and incidents, docs not incur the cea- 
fere of QOvblty 1 though eTcn novelty 5s not a certain criterion 
of error. It rcfts on the authority of the great Sir Ifaac New- 
ton, (Cbronol. ch. vi.) and is conBrmed by addttiooal rcm 
marks and evidences, in a brief eifay on the Chronolojgy of 
Ibme PaiTagcs, 5cc. fubjoincd to Dr. Wairs Critical Notes on 
the New Teftamcnt, vol. Fq. The author of this ApMyiif 
would have been happy in referring to authorities equally rtr 
fpedablc in fupport of many other conjedure^, for wl^i^ be 
jilonc 18 tefponfiblc. .; - 

« of 
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of Efther; — ^all which recoi'df teftify, that the kmg^ 
whofe queen was Efther, and whofe prime miniflet 
was Haman^ had the name of Artaxerxes ^. On their 
authority, L«e, Prideaux, Whifton, &c. diffent from 
the Primate^s hypothefis, which anticipates the hiRory 
of the canonical book by 59 years. 

Th e contents of the firft two chapters of the He- 
brew Eflher are a proper introduflion to <he feventh 
of ihe Hebrew Ezra, which hiflory ends with the fe- 
venth year of Artaxerxes. The remaining part of Efther 
continueis the hiftory to the 13th of the fame reign ; 
and the book of Nehemiah opens with the aoth. 

3. By the confent of all hiftorians Xerxes reigned 
ai years, and Artaxerxes, after his father's demife* 41. 
But in the Annals, 12 years only are counted to the 
father, and the nine fubfequent years to the fon; and 
the reign of the latter extended to 51. This diftribu- 
tion is arbitrary, and repugnant to hiftory and the 
courfe of nature. 

By curtailing the reign and life of Xerxes, contrary 
to the tcftimony of all the hiftorians, (except Thucy- 
dides), and to Ptolemy's Canon, which refts on the 
firm baGs of aftronomical calculations, the Archbifliop 
gives his own Angular hypothefis every femblance of 
a paradox. It is likewife incompatible wjth phyfical 
probability. For Juftin reports f , that Artaxerxes was> 

• Jofephtis in particular affert , that he was the fon of 
Xerxes, and therefore couM be no other than Artaxerxes Loa-* 
{imantis. 

t L.iii. 1. 

• at 
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It the time of his father's death, a very young man, 
admodum puer ; and Diodorus Siculus ^ repeats the fame 
b£i. He was born after his father came to the throne, 
for which reafon his elder brothers were overlooked in 
the Aicceffion. Now, if the father reigned but 12 
years, the fon*s age did not exceed 11. But at the 
time of the father's death, or very foon after, the fon 
was married, and In the third year of his reign di« 
vorccd his queen. Whereis Xerxes reigned 21 years, 
Artaxerxes afcended the throne at the age of 20. Thus 
the courfe of nature accords with hiftbry : the chro- 
nology of the Annals offers violence to both, and in« 
curs the cenfure of abfurdity. 

No lefs controvertible is the authority of the Arch- 
bifhop*8 pollulate, than the conclufion he meant to 
eftablifh. According to Thucydides the flight of The- 
miAocIes into Perfia was immediately fubfequent to ^be 
death of Xerxes t* Ufher, in confirmation of his by- 
pothefis, refers to the Chronicle of Eufebius^ where 
the lafl year of the 76th Olympiad is faid to have been 
the date of Themiftocle's expedition into Perfia* That 
however was the 13th of Xerxes. Diodorus Siculus 
brings it down to the 15th of the fame reign. Xerxes 

• L. xi. 

f It it abote fuggcfled, that this author^s tcflimotiy, as fin. 
gular, is of doubtful credit. Cornelius Kepos, indeed, quotes 
it with approbation, though he owns that the far greater num- 
ber of writers afligns an earlier date ; and Plutaich relates, that 
Charon of Laropfacus agreed in opinion with Thucydides^ 
though he reje^s the authority of both. 

H tberefore 
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therefore reigned more than twelve yeadrs ; «hd vthaftr 

ever number^ ieft than aiy be afSlnJoedy the objedioriy 

arifing from the prenoatore age of Artaxerxea^ remains 

in full fdroe. Dodwellj in fan Annials <>l Thucydtdes, 

reprobates, as unchronologicaT, the computation i ^f bis 

author, with jncfpeft to the arrival ei ThtwHiKx^hs in 

Perfia. 

4. UsHER^s primary dbje6t» ii> this anticipated date 

of Artaxerxes'fl J«ign> was to give bis fchcme of the 70 

prophetical weeks the. (emblancc of hiftorical a€curaf:y» 

Suppoie with httn, that Artaxerxes afce^d the throne 

of Perfia in the J3th year from his father's 'acceffioi>» 

his 20th will coincide, in pait, with, the nunAerof ibp 

Jul. Period 4-260, the firft of ihe 490 prophetical 

years. Of thefe two numbers the fum is 4750^' or the 

4bairth from the bracifixion, which was certainly the laft 

tif thei|j9o. But if the real aoth of that teign Wjerc 

the triie commencement of the prof hetieal term, the 

iMeHtah was cut off 1 3 years before • its termitiatioa* 

Gn tbe^hole, the arrangement of the Annals, inthia 

inflance, is a fallacious artifice of chronological erti- 

pincifiii. Let 41 years only be allowed for the reign 

of Artaxerxes, including the odd months of AftabamM, 

the younger Xerxes, and Sogdian ; — and let 21 years 

full be allowed for the elder Xerxes, conformably ta 

the unanimous reports of all the hiftorians ; — then from 

ihe date of Ezra's commiflion, on the firll of Nifan, in 

the fev^nth of the fame Artaxerxes, A. P. Jul. 4256, 

*fhc interval thence to the third of Nifan 4746, is prc- 

cifely 490 years 3 days. 

' • <. As 
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5, *As all the fabb^tical y.ear^, and ju]bUe^> l^ftorically 
Kcorded in Jofephus, and the bpoJw of the Macqabj?cs, 
arc computed from the date of their rc/loration by Ne- 
hemiah ♦, in the 21ft of Artaxer^e^ ; .every inquifuive 
reader, who wquld penife the £^cred hlflory with dif- 
cernment, has a right to be informed,, whether Nche- 
miah obferved the terms ^of the original inflitution, or 
introduced a new reckoning : iJF the fatter, which of 
the two is the compilation in the Annab ? 

For example : " When Herod and Spfius condufil^d 
the fi^ge of Jerulalero, the inhabitants were redMced to 
extreme neceffity from famine, that being a fabbatical 
year t/' The Jewifti hiftorian defines the time by two 
iiotationsof infellible certainty : i . The confulate of Mar- 
cus Agrippa and Camnius Gallus, and the 185th Olym- 

jpiad ; — the former belpg the 717th year of the Varrg- 

.nian computation, A.>L 3972 ; and the firft of |be 
JaUer, coincident, about the time of the fummer folfttce, 
that very fcafon, ,wi^n tjie city was taken by ilorip. 
3ut thatyjear, as a return ;of/eptenaryjreft, b^gan wifh 

^tbc time of the au^vn^flal cqpinox in 3971. It is now 

^epquifed, 

I,. WjdETKLK J9fephu$ computed that reft from 
lU tj[ue 4?te, the feyepth year from the partition of tjic 
coi/Lntry in a^&} Compep^ious aqd decifive is thia 
probMa: .fof 397^— ^568= 1403, wl^ich furplus, di- 
yided l^y 7, quotes 200 years of rcleafe, g^nd the re- 

c?B?i?^. 4^9tes i^ third year of the ^ea curwmt 



t 



•cSap! X. 31/ t Jofcphus, Ant. xW. 16. 1. 

H 2 cycle. 
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cycle. Evident it therefore is, that Jofephus did not 
count from the primary fouVcc. Neither did the Arch- 
biftiop, whofc reckoning, from the feventh year after 
the paflage over Jordan, excludes thofe fix years of 
fowing and reaping, which the ftatutc did not onfy per- 
mit, but enjoin. By thisprodiromfm, one fuperfluons 
week of years is entered fnt0 the Annals. With every 
femblance of precifion, however, the year of the fiegc 
is charaderifed as fabbatical. His original numben, 
erroneoufly combined, impofed on himfetf, and his 
readers, a plaufible chronological deception, in every 
fubfequent criterion of time. By bringing the date of 
the Creation too low by four years, the numerical cha- 
radlers of this fiege, with refpcS to the age of the 
world, are mtfplaced, 3967 being firbAituted for 397 r ; 
as in fixing the time of the firft feptenary cycle, 2560 
^as preferred to 2568. This involuntary fallacy wears 
every afpcft of certainty. As it arifes from the jtinfiioa 
of incoherent numbers, let the four deficient years, in 
the age of the world, be replaced, (3967 + * = 397 ')> 
and retain the Primate^s date of the primary fabbarical 
year ; an eafy arithmetical operation will afcertain the 
fource of the miftake. Thus 3971 — 256^ = Hi ^ 
quotes aoi fiibbatical cycles, with a furplus of font 
years, a fraftional part of the current cycle, at the timo 
when Herod beficged Jerufalcm. The only remaining 
error is the addition of one fuperfluous week of years i 
and this is rcftified by fubftituting ^568 for ^560. 
Taniutn ferits jun^nraque pellet +. The next cp^uiry is, 

tHor. 

a. W»Tiica 
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a. Whether all the fabbadcal cycles fubrequent 
to the «.cftablifliinent of the ordinance by Nehemiah, 
do proceed in a continuous fenes from this new term ? 
It is previoufly requi(it« to afcertain the date of their 
reftoration. One indifpenfable criterion of time is the 
accelGon of Aitaxerxes Longimanus ; and it has been 
(hewn, that the hypothefis of Uflicr is exploded by the 
courfe of nature, and direA hiftorical evidence. This 
reign muft confequcntly be reckoned from the 21ft of 
Xerxes, cxclufively. Sir Ifaac Newton, by an accu- 
mulation of chronological chara£lers, fixes his demife to 
the end of winter A. M. 3544 ; fuppofe about the end 
of January* His murderer, Artabanus, having invaded 
the vacant throne, was flain after an ufurpation of feven 
months. Thus is the commencement of Aruxerxes' 
reign broi^bt down to September in that year. Hence 
(that is, neither from the Hebrew Abib, nor the 
Egyptian Thoth) do the (acred hifiorians compute 
the fucceeding years of this prince. For in the ninth 
Hebrew month, Chiflcu, in the aoth year of Artaxerxes, 
Nehemiah was informed that the wall of Jerufalem had 
been broken down, and the gates burnt. NiEm, the 
firft of the next Hebrew year, is charaderifed as in 
the loth of the fame reign. From thefe ^ and other 
unequivocal notations. Sir Ifaac concludes, with his 
ufual acutenefs, that it began in the autumnal half 
^ year, between the fourth and ninth Hebrew months. 
But a chronological chara£lcr, ftill more appolite and 
decifive, remains. Africanus informs us, that the 2otb 

• Sec Neh. i. i. and ii. i. 

H3 of 
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of Artaxcrxcs fell in with the fourth of the 83d Olym- 
piad ; and, therefcJre, his firll year began a month or 
two months before the autumnal equinox"*. The 
Olympic years were computed from the new moon be- 
fore the fummer folftice: confequently his 21 ft year 
commenced dne month or two before the ettfuitig au- 
tumnal equinox. 

These dates, thus defined, are happify fubfcrvierit 
to the required difcovery. In the 20th of Artaxerxes 
Nehemiah fet out from Shuflian, in Pcrfia, for Jerufa- 
lem : and, in the 25th day of the 6t\i Hebrew month, 
Elul, was the city wall finiflied^. Tlie 21 ft of Arta- 
xerxes was then begun. On tfe 15th of the feventh 
month was the feaft of tabernacles obferved with ex- 
traordinary folemnity. On the 24th was held a vo- 
luntary faft, fpent in the reading of the law, in the 
confeflioh of fins, and in framing the articles of a na- 
tional reformation. One of thefe was an obligation 
forrtially ratified to " leave every feventh year, and the 
exaflion of every debt." This is a liew fource of 
computation by the fabbatical cycles, commencing with 
the 'autumnal equinox A. M. 3565. It has been re- 
ntitrked, ffwit the year in which Herod took Jerufalem, 
3^71,' Wife fabbatical. If the Jefs fum be taken from 
the'gf^ater, andthe diiSference, 406, divided by feven, 
thcrefolt wfltl)e 58 feptenary refis for the land, and 
rclcafe for ferVafiU.* As ('6*6) remains, that year was 
fabbatical, in virtue of the ne\V regulation, in the 21ft 
of Artaxentcs. ' B\it by the primitive terra in the days 

• Newton's Chionology, p. ZS4* 

oi 
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0f J6(hua» JcTMfalcra wa« befieged ii> the third year of 
« then current cycle. 

It may adked. Why did Nchemiah deviate from th« 
original feries } It may be peptted^ that the true times 
of obferving thefe periodical folemnities might hav« 
cfcsqped'' the remembrance of that generation, after a 
iapTe of 654. years, fince the days of Samuel; for (b 
long had years of reft and releafe gone into difbfe* 

But another reafon is much more probable, and al* 
tnoft certain. Fourteen years, precifely, before this 
new regulation, had the 70 weeks of j»earsfccgun. That 
every fcpt^nary combination mijght be fignalized by the 
Te-eftabli(hmcnt of a facrcd ordinance, too long nc- 
glefled, and eminently conducive to the praftice of na- 
tional juftice, mercy, and devotion, Nehemiah con- 
iiefled the fabbatical years with a famous circulating 
period in the oracles of prophecy. This double feries 
of regulating meafures, in computation, is dccifive, if 
applied to the ^hroBology of our Lord; — more particu* 
larly it defines, with infallible certainty, the duration of 
his minifiry. 

At the comraencemeift of tbe 30th jubile, from 
the days of JoOiua, was he b^tifed about the time of 
the autunmal equtoox : and at tbe end of the 70th 
week, which, by the regulations of Neheaiiah was fab- 
tatical, did he fuflfer on the crofs, at the very time fore- 
told by Daniel. 

Were it not for the inj^idicious expedient, to which 
the very refpe£Ubl& Metropolitan bad recQurfe for co^- 
icding the welUknown metachronifm in the year of 

H 4 the 
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the DionyGan era 4 and the improper difpofiiion of thofe 
chronological numbers, on which depends the truth o{ 
computation ; together with the fallacious dates, af* 
ligned to the fabbaticar cycles originally defined by 
Mofes, and at a very remote period, altered, with exqui- 
fite propriety, by Nehemiah ; — ^werc it not for fuch egre- 
gious overfights, in the plan and execution of the An- 
NALS; — the chronology of our Lord's life would 
have been the moft intelligible, coherent, and pcrfpi- 
cuous article, in the whole hiilory of the 9ible« But, 
as fet forth to view in this otherwife mafterly work of 
a firft-rate genius, the fubjeQ is enveloped in darknef^ 
impenetrable ; and, on his principles, it never can ac- 
quire the attribute of credibility ♦. 

• In favour oC the later writers 6n the Harmony of the 
Gospels, it has liberally been obfervcd, that they come 
nearer to the perfection of a juft arrangement, than their pre- 
deceflbrs could attain. To this prai(e the later chronolp- 
GSRS have no y:laim. Notfufpe^ling confu^on or fallacy ia 
the notations of Archbiihop Uflier; to reconcile his fchemc 
with itfelf, with the con^putations recorded in the hiftory and 
prophecies of the Old Teftament, and with the correfpondent 
charaAcrs of time in the writings of the Evangclifts; they 
have laboured to extras light from obfcurity, and order from 
confuQon ; but without effe^ i for the lat^r writers on the 
chronology of the gofpels exceed their predecefTors in the 
abfurdity of their determinations. Dr. Prideaux's fchemc, 
which makes the 70th of Daniers weeks coincident, and com • 
menfurate, with the niiniftry of John the Baptift and Jefus 
Chrift, is perfedly exa6t. One fingfc criterion of time would 
have prevented the very pollilnlity of aU future miftakes. It 
required but a very moderate degree of precaution to fuggeft, 

that 
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It has been evinced that Uiher mifplaces thetlates of 
the fabbatical years, both from the time of Jo(hua» and 
of NeheiDiah ; as alfo of the 70 prophetical weeks. 
Terms, fo eflential to the truth of reckoning, ought to 
be fixed with the utmoft precifion. Sir I(aac Newton^ 
and other learned matters in facred literature, haying 
roillaken the feries of feptenary cycles, reflored b3^ 
Nehemiah, for that originally inftituted by Mofes *, it 
1^ requifite to exemplify computation from both epochs* 
Few are the explicit allufions, in the Hebrew fcrip* 
tpres, to the primitive feries. Of thefe, three are fe- 
.feaed. 

I. « This (hall be a fign unto thee" (Hezekiah); 
*^ ye (ball eat this year fuch things as grow of themfelves, 
^d in the fecond year that which fpring of the fame ; 

that thw 70th week began in the Hebrew month Abib, 
A. M. 4034* not 40199 (as in the Annals), and ended In the 
fame month, A. M. '4041, not 4036. The abfence of fuch 
precaution left a (hbjed, formerly perplexed, ftill doubtful* 
Pr. Macnight adjufts, with tolerable exa^efs, tiM chrono- 
logy of Chrift's miniftry to the hiftory of that period, but, in 
fome cafes, proceeds with hefitation, in others without con- 
iiftency, and, at laft, - concludes with an approach to cer« 
tainty. 

Some of his fuccefTors, in this line of inyeftigation, hare 
deviated widely, not only from truth, but even from proba- 
bility. Kfliops Pcarct, Newcomc, and Dr. Pricftly, have pre- 
fented their fevei al hypothefes to the public, without imparting 
to their readers one fparkof illumination. 

• See Sir I. Newton's Obfervations on the Prophecies, 
p. 131, and other paflages of that rather ingenious than accu- 
Vate work. 

and 
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and in the third year fovr arid reap, and plant vincj'ardj, 

and eat the fruits*.'* 

From the 13th verfc of the 18th chapter it is evi- 
JknU that, in the 14th of Hezekiah, Sennacherib came 
tip againft aH the cities of Judah, and, no doubt, laid 
ilie country under exorbitant contributions, for the fup- 
^rt of his numerous army. It is not here enquired, 
Whether that was aflually obfcrved as a fabbatical year, 
for the reverfe is certain ; but Whether it was fuch in 
rotation? The years of Hezekiah began with Abib, 
Aofc of reft from tillage with Tizri. Computation 
muft, therefore, proceed from the 13th of that reign, 
A. M. 3382. Hence fubtraS that year, which is the 
iburce of computation, 2568 ; the furpius, 814, whichV 
divided by feveii, quotes 116 years of reft for the land^ 
and leaves two for the fraflional part of a 1 17th cycle, 
"irhat year, confequently, was not fabbatical by rotation. 
But God gave, for a figaal ta lupport the faith of 
He^eki^^ and his people, a grdcious promtfe of at| 
extraorfiliary Ajpply, from the fpotitaneoUs frttitBof the 
fcarth. 

• % Rings, xix. 29. 

• Without entering into a minute cxpUcation, how the pro- 
duce 6f one year ihould fuffice for three, be it remembered, 
that the Hebrew year had a double commencement, the civil 
from the autumnal equinox, the sacred from the ojpofitc 
cardinal point. Both commencements are here fpecificd, and 
cither interval reckoned for a full year. The Ifraclitcs had the 
promife of immutable veracity, that the increafe of every 
lixth year (hould be adequate to the consumption of iS 
months, 

2. In 
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2. Ik the eighth year of Zcdfeldab, A. M. 3418^ 
when the fovereign had made a covenant with all the 
people, that eveiy man fhould proclaim liberty to his 
male and female fervants ; and, even after an aduaF 
difmiffion, the princes recalled them into fervitude, in 
the profpeft of aid from the king of Egypt againft 
Nebuchadnezzar, a prophet was fent to denounce the 
unavoidable captivity of Zedekiah, and the defolation 
cJf the city ♦. It is enquired, was that year fabbatical I 
Anfwer, It was the third after the pafl, ahd the fourth 
before the next feptenary releafe. Though neither of 
the fpecified years concluded a cycle, the operations 
fiiew the times of the circulating repetitions. 

3. In the fourth of Joiakim began the 70 years cap- 
tivity of Judah : *« To fulfil the word of the Lord, by 
the mouth of Jeremiah, until the land had enjoyed her 
iabbaths ; for as kmg as (he lay defolate, fiie kept fab* 
bath, to fulfil thfce fcorc and ten years t." 

Hence it isdeitain, that 7a returns of years iacred 
to reft and releifc^ With the remilfion of debts, and the 
recover/ of efta^es, prior to the fourth of Joiakim> had 
been fucceffively neglefled. The years of fowing and 
reaping, corre^nding to 70 fabbaths of years, are 
420 : and 420 + 7^ = 490. From the fecond of th^t 
reign, A. M. 3401, which was fabbatical, dediiS 490^ 
the diGference, a^ii,. fixes the firft continual omiflioit 
of tbofe pious (blemnities to the firft of Saul. 

It remains to be (hewn, that all the fabbatical yean^ 
of which mention occurs in hiflory, pofterior to their 

• Jer. xxxiv. 8^m. f aChron. xxxvi. ix. 

reftoration 
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rcftoration by Nehcmiah, were computed by tlic new 

fcries. 

It is not certain, whether the lands enjoyed a 
paufe from cultivation, during the 2ift of Aruxerxes. 
Every probability lies on the other (ide. The people 
(not having that article of reform in contemplation, 
before the reading of the law, on the feveral days 
while they were folemnizing the feaft of tabemacleS) 
in tliat very year and months when that covenant of 
reformation was ratified) might not be provided with 
the means of returning the money due upon mortgaged 
inheritances. This circumftance, alone, might induce 
the princes of tribes to defer the fabbatical folemnity^ 
till fix feafons of fowing ^nd reaping Ihould elapfe. This 
permiflion was granted, after the partition of the land ; 
and after the re-eftabli(hment of all thefe ordinances, 
the like indulgence might be expedient and neceflary. 
But this conceHion, though admitted, does not affe£l 
the argument. For if the 28th of Aruxerxes were the 
firil a£lu^ year of reft, rekafe, and ledemptbn of he-^ 
reditary property, yet ftill the 2ift is the true fpurce of 
computation. 

Another preliminary remark) it is proper to fug- 
geft. The fejptenary cycles were never, perhaps, more 
regularly obferved in the days of the Judges, than in 
the times fubfequent to the adminiftration of Nehemiah. 
Ordinances fo infeparably connefled with humanity^ 
juftice, religion, and fecular interefi, would, on this 
laft account alone, though all the other motives had a 
lefs powerful influence, be moft punftuaily obfiwved. 

That 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Kew Series of Sabbatical Years. 109 

That people was no fooner fubje£l to a foreign yoke than 
put under tribute. In a flate of unavoidable dependence, 
exemption from the taxes of the feventh year, the 
Jews always implored, and, for any thing now known, 
it was ever granted, as an equitable indulgence. A 
few inftances, in the chronological order, are fubjoined. 

A.M. 

Sabbatical cycles reftored, aift Artaxcrxes 3565 

Firft reft for the land, and releafe of fervants 7 357a 

Alexander remitted the tribute of the fe-T ^ 

venthyear, Jofephus, Ant. xi. 8.5. J^°5 3^77 

Bethfuta furrendered for want of flore in"\ 

the feventh year, i Maccab. vi. 49. ^168 3845 
Ant. xii. 95. - - J 

Siege of Beth Oagon continued to the year T « « 

of reft, Ant. xiii. 8. i. War. i. i. 14. J ^^ 

In a famine of the feventh vear Herod tookT ^ q 

Jerufalem, Ant. xir. 16.2. &xv.i.a.J ^^ 397^ 

A famine in the feventh year, becaufe the"! 

feed of the foregoing; feafon perifhed in K 14 3985 
the foil, Ant« XV. 16. I. - - J 

Year of the crucifixion - - 564041 

These computations, conftrufted oa true chronolo- 
gical principles, give to the poftulates, above affumed, 
all the certainty of infallible felf evident axioms. As 
liich they are here repi ated. 

I. Archbishop Uftier unhappily antedated the 
fcptcnary cycles, in either fcries, the one by feven, the 
other by nine yean, which entirely defeats the fuWcr- 
vicncy of both to hiftorical arrangemprxt. 

7 2. By 
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2. By a raft, unjitfttfidble abbreviation of one reign, 
.and the proportional ^nlar^ipent of another, hil^prical 

order is vjpifited in favour of a hypethefis, viflonary, 
, fallacious, and nepugnant to the evidence of ev£ry 
autbcmic record. This artful and arbitrary tranfpofi- 
. tion of numbers brings the beginning of the famous 70 
weeks nine years lovjrer than their true epoch ; and 
this fum protr^fls the currency of thefe weeks as much 
beyond that point in hiftorical time, where, by every fair 
mode of recl^uing) they ought to end. If four years 
taken from the* date of the creation be reftored, the 
metachronifm will amount to 17 years. The refiylt 
disjoins the natural connexion which fubfifts between 
the oracles of prophecy and the report of hiflory. 
From different terms may this memorable prophetical 
period be computed, in the defqending feries. But 
with the crucifixion it muil end. Allow 21 years for 
the reign of Xerxes, and 41 for" that of his fon, 
X^ngi^ianus, the ^tificial conli4ioii in the Annals, for 
this period, difappears, and svery obftruAion to a juft 
arrangement in the afcending feries is removed. £aly 
and certain is the operation. From 4041 dedufl 490, 
the remainder, 3551, denotes the ftvcnth of A'rtaxerxes, 
as before. 

3. Sir- Ifaac Newton and others, taking it for 
granted that the fabbatical years of Nehemiih were a 
continuation of the feries begun by Jofliua, have in- 
advertently combined two eminent chronological chpi- 
raftcrs, which if kept difiin£l, (as «very hiftorical crite«* 
tion of thofe times requires), would have been fufficient 

cither 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



NtW S^ies ^ SaBBATICAL;YeARS. Ill 

cither to prevent or corredl miftakes in the chronology 
of our Lord's life ai\d miniftry. Ulher had Involved 
the fubjefl in fuch perplexity and confuGon as to defeat 
the priioary ufes and ends of all the feptenary,periods» 
whether meafured by weeks of days, or of years. Sir 
Ifaac Newton, at a venture, afTamed thepoftiflate, that 
a fabbatical year cbara^lerifed that of the crucifixion, 
without the Icall apprehenfion, that fuch years were 
computed from two different fources. 

Th£ 70 weeks of Daniel begin and end in Abif), or 
Nifan, of the facred Hebrew year. This criterion is 
commoB to each part of the entire number, and confe- 

, ^uently to the 70th or lad week. The prophet bjad no 
retrofpefl to the original ordinance concerning periodi- 
cal reds for the land, releafe for bond fervants, remif- 
fion of debts, &c. \ — ufages which had beqome obfolete 
almoft fix centuries before his time. Nothing lefs. 
Of his commiflion it was the ultimate obje^ to define, 
by. certain notes of r^umber, a point in remote futurity^ 

* when a jnotable perfons^, often foretold by former pro- 
phets, and then firft denominated the MfSSiAff, 

Jbould be cut cffj but not for himjelf as the fignal of ^ 

.momentous revolution foon after to fucceed. 

Natural it is to conje£lure, that a prediSIon of 
events, fo g^aad and awful, would roufe the attfsntion 
of every inquisitive mind, to unfold the myflical ter^is 
jn which it >yas delivered, and, if poflible to afcertain 
the time of its completion; 

From the firft year of Darius the Mede, A. M. 3471, 
when this prophecy was emitted, to the feventh of 

Longimanus^ 
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Longimanus, in 3551, when the firft of the 70 v^e^s 
began, is an interval of 80 yean. From the month 
Abib, in the year laft mentioned, count forward 13I 

'years, the reckoning is continued to Tizri, in the 21 ft 
of the fame Longimanus; — ^that very month, when 
Nehemiah, with the concurrence of the princes, priefts, 
Levites, and the collefiive body of the people, entered 

^ into a curfe, and into an oath, that they would leave the 
feventh year, and the exaftion of every debt ♦. Thus 
is the coincidence of the laft year of the fecond pro- 
phetical week, with the firft fabbatical year, in the ferics 
from Nehemiah, demouftrated. It has been already 

' (hewn, that every fabbatical year, in the original feries, 
falls in the center of a prophetical week from the date 
of Ezra's commiflion. According to this rule the fe- 
venth of the original feries muft likewife be the fourth 
of the 70th week, from the 21ft of Artaxerxes. In 
the firft year of this week John the Baptift began his 

' miniftry, in the month Abib, A. M. 4034. Add 3I 
years, the reckoning terminates in Tizri 4038. About 
the time of the ^tfi wA equinox Jcfus was baptifed, and 

" foon after opened his commiflion to proclaim the ac- 
ceptable year of the Lord, in the fynagogue at Naza- 
reth. Prolong the computation downward, from that 
cardinal point, 3I years morp, the crucifixion is fixed by 
infallible chronological chara£lers to the beginning of 
Abib, 4041 • the latter part of which year was, by 
the new feries, fabbatical. 

• Nch. x. a9— 31. 
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To prevent the cenfure of audacious prefumption, 
in controverting the authority, not only of archbifliop 
U(hcr> but of Sir Ifi^c Newton, and of flill more re- 
cent writers, eminent in the republic of letters, the 
author judged it neceflary to elucidate the chronology 
and hiftory of our Lord!s miniftry, and that of bis fore- 
runner, by evidences derived from genuine records* 
The refult is, that the lad prophetical week, divided 
into two .equal portions, comprehends and exhaufts 
the duration of both^ in exafl harmony with the, pro- 
phecies of Daniel, fhe tefiimony of the Evangelifis^ 
and the repetitions bf the three famous feptenary 
cycles, that of natural days from the creation, of 
aflronomical years from the divifion of Capaan, and 
alfo from the 2ifl of Artaxerxes, rightly computed. 
To afcertain the true fources of thefe circulating pe- 
riods, has been a work of labour and patience. But 
no merit is claimed from the difcovery. That the 
miniftry of John the Baptifl, and of Jefus Chrifl, was 
circumfcribed within the limits of feven years, has^ 
from time immemorial, been the uniform belief of 
plain unlettered Chriftians, and of the learned before 
the reception of an erroneous chronology, which the 
accurate arrangements of Dr. Prideaux have not been 
fufficient to explode. The fubjeft is now brought to 
the tell of flrid calculation, and fubmitted to the tri- 
bunal of impartial criticifm. 

From Sir Ifaac Newton to Dr. Jofeph Prleftly, a 

great majority of the writers, on the chronology of 

the Evangclifls, has incurred the imputation of adopt- 

I ing 
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ing ambiguods principles, and of rolling m abfurd 
conclufions ♦. They generally compute by the Diony^ 
fian er^^ and the Catonian years of Rome ; and fo 
cottiprefsi withirf too fcanty limits, the intervd from 
our Lord's nativity to his paflion. Thus the mtniftry^ 
richer of Chrift or of John, or of both, is, without 
necefEty, and contrary to hiflorical evidence^ abridged^ 
But if feven years be allowed for both^ and this period 
brought down to April A.M. 4041, coincident with 
the number of the Jul. Per. 4746, every difficulty i$ 
furmoimted, con fiftently with every criterion oftkne« ; 

• An eminent commentator on the Gofpcls, contemporary 
with both and inferior to neither in Biblical criticifm. Dr. 
Pearce, hte bifhop of Rocheftcr, incurs this ccnfiirc of adopt- 
ing contracted epochs, and deficient meaibres* Dodwell liad 
framed the Chronology of Velf. Patercnlus to an agreement 
with Varro's Compotation, which makes the fiirft Julian year 
run parallel with 709, and the 78th with 786. The Right Rc- 
rerend Critic, t\Mth a raft, imfkilful hand, accommodated the 
Chronology of Jofephus and Paterculus to the Catonian 
fhhemc, whicli retrenches two years from the Varronian. Ac* 
cording to him Chrift was born in the 41ft Julia* year^ and fuf^ 
fcred in the 74th ; — not as the truth of computation requires^ 
—in the 40th and 77th. — Thu« is the firft, and confequently^he 
15th of Tiberius, anticipated by two years ; the crucifixion by 
no lefs than five : and the refult is, that the 70th and hft pro* 
phetical week began with the month Abib, about the middie 
of which the Mefliali was cut off! Ti^us, in. efie^y the atiniftry 
both of Chrift and his forerunner is anticipated, the clear in. 
tcrpictation of a very coherent prophecy diftorted, the whole 
coiiiputatioa by fabbatical term* fet afide, and the moft con- 
fiftent hiftory ever written by the pen of man, invol^d in i( 
deep gloom of artificial darkuLfkh 

C sx A »• 
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Chr^nphgy of the Greek Empire^ 

THIS monarchy, founded by Alexander of Mace- 
don, rofe into political importance on the ruins 
of the Perfian. He is the mighty king, of whom it 
had been foretold, (257 years before the event), ** that 
he ihould .fiand up, rule with great dominion^ and do 
according to his will *." The fupremacy of Provi- 
dence is wonderfully difplayed, in overruling the wills 
of princes, and in rendering their enterprifes fubfer- 
vient to the accomplifliment of its gracious defigns, even 
when the means employed feem to human wifdom ina- 
dequate, or of a contrary tendency. 

*< This kingdom is compared to a leopard 
to fjgnify its fiercenefs. Its four heads and four 
*wings fignify, that it Ihould be divided into four king- 
doms ; for it continued in a monarchical form, during 
the reign of Alexander, of his brother Aridxus, and of 
his young Tons, Alexander and Hercules; and then 
brake into four kingdoms, by the governors of provinces 
putting crowns on their own heads, reigning over 
their own provinces; — Oafll Mi Caflander over MacedoA, 

• Dan. xi. 3. 

I 2 Greece, 
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Greece, and Epirus; — Lyfimachus over Thrace and 
Bithynia ;— Ptolemy over Egypt, Arabia, Caelcfyria, 
and Palcfline ; — and Seleucus over Syria ♦»? 

Short was the duration of the monarchy ; fiiorter 
ftill that of the four kingdoms. Each of the felf-created 
fovcreigns vainly aflfefted to be Alexander ; and, not 
content to prefide over a part of his dominions, drove 
to acquire the whole. Confederacies, ratiiSed without 
fmcerity, and fufpicions which artifice could not con- 
ceal, prompted the antagonifts to hoftile meafures. 
Hence a collifion of contrary forces, fatal to all the 
parties, of whom none could te fatisficd with any thing 
lefs than univerfal dominion. After a (hort fpace of 
about 19 years from the fubverfiori of the Perfian Em- 
pire, the refult of difcordant counfels, and of arms 
polluted with the blood of millions, was the formation of 
two independent principalities : Syria, where Seleucus 
crcfted his throne ; — and Egypt, of which Ptolemy 
Soter retained poffeflion. 

In the Books of the Maccabees thefe two principa-s 
lities have one common title. The kingdom of the 
Greeks: Its name is, from one of the fovereigns» 
called the era of the Seleucidae. By it both thefe au- 
thors compute, the one from the 12th, the other fror^ 
the I3tb, after the demifc of Alexander +. 

* Sir I- Newton on the Prophecies, p. 29. 

f Dn Prldeaux explains the rcafonofthis variation in rec- 
koning by the era of Seleucus, and exemplifies it in difTerc^t 
dates afli^ncd by the two authors for the fame event. Sec 

Connex. Ann. 311. 
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In th^ fubrequent fchemes of hiAorical tranfaflions, 
"wiih their dates, of coexiftcnt magiftracies, and of 
chronological numbers, it was found, that the page 
was too narrow to admit the titles of feveral articles ; 
much lefs the triple column of numerical notatiotis in 
reckoning. The years of the Jul. Period, and thofe 
before the DionyGan era, are, for thefe reafons, una- 
voidably fuperfeded, though they are expreffed for the 
firft and laft years of each fcheme. 

Scheme I. 
Historical events from the rise of the Greek. 

Empire, A.P.J. 4383, Before A.D. 1^330, and 

A. M. 3678. 

Alexander dies in the j8th of Jaddua*s pontificate 3685 

Jaddua dies in the 2d of Philip AridaEus - 3687 

Aridaeus dies in th^ 5th of Onias the H. Priefl 3692 

Alexander i£gus 4epofed - - 3696 

Slain, with his mother Roxane, by CafTander 3^99 

The Pentateuch tranflated into Greek at Alexandria 3732 

Pyrrhus expelled Italy - . . 3735 

Hannibal defeats Flaminius at the Thrafymenus 3792 

Scipio conquers Hannibal at Zama - 3807 

Antiochus, the Great, rguted at Thermopylae, 3818 

Carthage apd Coripth defolated by the Komans 3863 

Syria becomes a Roman province t 3944 

Pompey ukes Jerufalem - r 394^ 

Its walls repaired - - 39^5 

Herod ag^in t3kes the cify r - 397^ 

Eg>'pt a Roman province, and the Greek E«^T^q78 
J- pire unhinged - -> ^397 

' 1 3 This 
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This compendious feledion of notable incidents^ 
taken promifcuoufly from the hiftory of the Jews, Car^ 
thaginians, Greeks, and Romans, is a fpecimen of the 
various materials whence the times of events may be 
defined by a diverfity of national eras. The computation 
is thMS brought down to A. P. J. 4683, or the 30th 
before the Dionyfian era of our Lord's nativity. 

Of this third prophetical monarchy Ptolemy's Aftro* 
nomical Canon fumifbes the inquifitive (Indent With an 
authentic chronicle *. Even Ptolemy's exquifite col- 
leflion betrays fome inflances of fingularity in reckon- 
ing, though they.feldom involve error. Alexander -/Egus 
was dethroned in the fourth of his reign, and flain in 
the feventh ; yet the canon continues his government 
to the eighth year of the Seleucidan era, and defers to 
the ninth the acceffion of Ptolemy Soter, to whom is 
afligned a reign of 20 years. Evident is the impro- 
priety of extending the duration and honours of roy- 
alty, after the term of a fovereign's degradation ; much 
more, beyond the period of natural life. This over- 

* Its beft edition in En^fh is that by Prideaux, in hia Chro* 
•ological tables, where ttie years of NaboniiaiTar are con* 
Hedged with the numbciri of the Julian pcripd. With rcfpeft 
to the names of the kings, th^ feries of fi^cqeflion, and the 
kngth of Tcigns, extreiricly inaccurate are the arrangements 
of the Abb^ Dufrenoy ; a writer, wfco bat the merit of com* 
prifing, in a very narrow compafs, an immenfe repofitory of 
erudition in chronological antiquities; This is not the only 
period which exemplifies his negligence or credulity. But it 
inay feem invidious to cenfiire an i|idivid^a], in a matter whid^ 
aft<UmaDy. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



9f thi Greek Empire* 119 

(ight IS effedually rc£lifie<l by alTigning to Soter a reign 
of 28 years, commencing from the date of the era. 

It has already been obfcrvcd, that Jofephus, the only 
author whofe works, ftill extant, contain a full hlftory 
of the Jewifh nation, is much more accurate in his 
account of the high priefls fmce the return from Chal- 
dea, than in former times. His regifters are not al- 
ways complete, or his notations -perfedlly exad. In 
fuch cafes, however, his deficiencies may be fupplied, 
and his miftakes corre£led, from genuine fources of in- 
formation, here and there difperfed in other fragments 
of facred antiquity, or in partial catalogues, among the 
writings of the Chriflian fathers. 

•* The high priefls of Jofadac*s pofterity were 15, 
under a popular goverament^ during the fpace of 414 
years ♦.'* 

As to the number of pontifTs, the author is exaft. 
But the period of their adminiAration did not exceed 

370- 
In the fame paflage, the author enumerates, by name» 

nine pontifTs from Menelaus to Antigonils, all (except 
Menelaus) of the Afmonean family- The real num- 
ber is ten ; but perhaps Alexandra, as a queen, was, oa 
account of her fcx, excluded from the priefthood ; for, 
in this period, the chief raagiftracy was fometimes 
united with the facred chara£ler» and fometimes kept 
Aftina. 

The duration of the Afmonean period was abDut 130 
years. Jofephus is peculiarly attentive to mack the 
• Ant. XX. xo. X. 

I 4 years 
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years of vacancy in the pontificate, the length of in- 
cumbencies, and what high priefts retained their dig- 
nities for life, were fuperfeded, or held the office as col- 
leagues : — notations of fignal ufe in reckoning which, 
without the lead danger of fallacy, exhibit every defir- 
able criterion of truth. Under the direSion of guides, 
uninfpired indeed, yet almod infallible, a candid and 
docile fpirit needs no extraordinary degree, either of 
fagacity or labour, to combine the fcveral links in this 
part of the great chronological chain. 

Th e report of Ptolemy, Jofephus, the two writers 
of the Maccabees, &c. is but human teftimony ; but it 
is teftimony flrongly confirmed by the evidence both of 
prophecy and hiftoiy ; — prophecy emitted, and hiftory 
written, by divine infpiration. This portion of the 
facred chronology is comprehended in the 70 weeks, of 
which the termination is fixed by an infallible charaSer 
of time. To this fure word of prophecy, the preach- 
ers and difciples of the gofpel, at its firft publication, 
giving good heed, as unto a light (hining in a dark 
place, acquired the full affurance, that the firft coming 
of Chrift, in the manner, and at the time foretold, 
was then paft. Hence the apoftle, reafoning with 
equal light and force of argument, concludes the in* 
fallible certainty of his fecond coming. The particu- 
lar inferience deducible from thefe principles, and ap- 
plied to the prefent fubjeS, is, that if the whole period 
of the 70 weeks be clearly elucidated by a luminous 
body of evidenccj from the volumes both of prophecy 
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and hifiory, thU one part of the fame period can lie 
under no fufpicion of uncertainty or impofture. 

Scheme II. 

C^xijiitit magtjiraciei in the Greek. Empire, Jet In 
juxiapofition with the princes^ kingSy and priejisj of the 
Jews, from the era of Seleucus. 



I. 

Syria. 
Scicucus Nicanor 33 



Antiochui Sotcr 
Am. Theuf 
Scl. Callinicus 
Scl. Ccraunus 
Ant. Magnus 
Scl. Philopacor 
Ant. Epipnanes 
Ant. Eupator 
Dcmeirius Sotcr 
Alex. Balas 
Dem. Nicator ' 
& Ant. Sidetcs \ 
Alex. Zcbina 
Ant. Grypus 
SdeiKus 
l^htlip 
Jigraues 



11. 

Egypt. 
Ptolemy Sotcr 



28 



Ptol. Philadclphus 38 



Ptol. Eucrgetcs 
Ptol. Philoparor 
Ptol. Epiphanes 
Ptol. Philomctor 



Ptol. Phyfcon 29 
Ptol. Larhyrus 36 



Alexander 1 5 

Ptol. Aulctes 14 

Cleopatra 2 j 



III. 

Judah. 
Onias I. die* 
Simon the Juft 
Elcciar 
ManalTch 
Onias II. 
Simon II. 
Onias 111. 
Tafon 
Menelaus 
Jud. Maccabeus 
Jonathan 
Simon 11. 
J. Hyrcanui 
Ariftobulus 
Alex. Jannaeu^ 
Alexandra 
Ariilobulus 
Hyrcanus 
Antigonus 
Herod 



A.M. 

12 3708 

21 3717 

36 373» 

6i 375S 

95 3791 

117 Z^ii 

'37 3833 

140 3836 

146 3841 

15» 3848 

169 3865 

»77 3873 

206 3901 

207 3903 
^34 3930 
a43 3939 
*49 3945 
27* 39^8 
a75 3971 
282 3978 



17)247(14 y. 6 m. 11)282(25 y. 7 m. 



18)282(15 F. 
7 m. 

Should this combination of names and numbers 
appear, at firft view, lefs perfpicuous than concifep a 
fpw remarks for illuitration are fubjoined. 

I. In the longer reigns and pontificates, fome part, 
at leaft, of one prince's prcfeflure is coe.xiftent with 
that of the other two ; but not always in thofe of the 
|hortefl duration. Such variations are of little moment, 

2. The 
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2. The names of the kings in the firil and fecoiij 
columns, are exprcffed nearly about the time of their 
acccflion, which is computed, rather from the incum-r 
bency of the high prieft, mentioned in the fame ho- 
rizontal line, than from the fpecified year of the world. 
The column of numbers, annexed to that of the names^ 
denotes the length of reigns. 

3. In the regifter of the princes, &c. in Judah, the 
numbers, correfpondent to their feveral names, denote 
the years of Seleucus, (from the date of that era), co- 
incident with the termination of their rcfpcflive ma- 
gi ilracies, and in connexion with the then, current 
years of the world. 

4. The fum of the reigns in Egypt, 282, being 
precifcly equal to the pontificates, reigns, 8cc. in Judah, 
demonft rates the true quantity of the interval from the 
firft of the Selcucidan epoch to the diflbluiion of the 
Greek Empire. Though the chronology is derived 
from different fources, the reports are in unifon. The 
reduflion of Syria happened in the 24.7th of the era, 
35 years before the rife of the Roman Empire ; 282 — 

^7 = 35- 

5. The exaS number of the governors, in their 
fcparate prefeflures, may, without falfifying the re- 
glftcrs, be reduced. For example ; Demetrius Nica- 
tor, after a reign of five years in Syria, was removed, 
and Antiochus Sidetes fet on the throne, who, after an 
ufurpation of ten years, was degraded. Demetrius, 
being reftored, held the fovereignty five years more. 
The fum of their reigns was 20, as in the fchcme. 

But 
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But Sidetes, being excluded, the kings are 17; by 
vi\ivc\\ number, if 047 be divided, the common mea- 
fure is 14 years .6 months. 

On I AS III. wpre the mitre 24 years ; but was fup- 
planted by Jafon, and he, in his turn, by Menclaus ; 
for which reafon four years are, in the fcheme, re- 
trenched from the incumbency of Onias. The firft 
pontiff of this name had been invefted with the primacy 
nine years before the era of Seleucus; and Herod 
reigned 27 after the redudion of Egypt. Truth in 
computation permits, in fuch cafes, the omiflion either 
of Onias or Herod. Let him, with the ufurper Jafon, 
be expunged from the regiller, for this period, 18 fuc. 
ceflive magiftracies remain; by 18 divide 282, the 
quotient affigns to each 15 years 7 itionths. 

It is to be noted, that the 1 1 coexiftent reigns, in 
Egypt were, one with another, 25 years 7 months. 
If this common quantity of feparate reigns in Egypt^ 
be compared with that in Syria and Judah, for the fame 
fpacc of tim<K, (nearly fo at leaftj, the refult may be 
admitted, as a confirmation of Sir Ifaac Newton's pot 
tulate, that the common medium of reigns, fince the 
abbreviated duration of natural life, does not much ex* 
£eed 19I, or 20 years. 



Seventh 
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Sevent/j Jge of the World. 

Fnm the Battle at A^ium to the Demife of Tiberius Nero 
Cafar. 



C H .A P. I. 

General Remarks on M^ Chronology cf this 
Period. 

TO the 30th year before the Dionyfian era have the 
accounts of timesy and the fates of empires^ been 
brought down, from periods unknown, fabulous, andhif« 
torical, as charafterifed by the moft illuminated Sages 
among the' Gentiles. Mofes, the Prophets, and Evan* 
gelifts, make no fuch diftindions. Without the leaft he- 
Ctation, they fpeak decifively of events in paft or future 
duration, from the full belief that the fubjefls of thejr 
reports were events which had, or moft certainly wo^Id^ 
come to pafs. The facred writings arc a promifcuous 
colle£lion of prophecies fealed up to the time of their 
completion, and of hiftories authenticating, with a won- 
derful prccifion of places, times, perfons, and other cir, 
cumftances, their aQual accomplifliment. 

This fevcnth age of hinorical time was, in many 
xcrpecls, much more remarkable than all thofc before 

or 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



General Remarks. 125 

or finee. • In no period was a more numerous train (nf 
very important oracles fulfilled; and no former age, at 
leaft, produced more accompIiOied hiftorians to tranf- 
mit (many of them without explicit knowledge of pro« 
vidential predetermination) the fiupendous events which 
thefe oracles had prefignified. 

It is here noted, without cenfure, that Ufher, and 
mod) if not all, former Chronologers, date this Se«, 
venth age from the vulgar year of our Lord's nativity .1 
But may it not, with equal propriety, be computed 
from the origin of the Roman empire, which was 
coeval with the introdu£Uon of the gofpel economy* 
and fo charaSerifed in the piophetical volumes ? ** I 
faw in the night vifions, and behold a fourth bead, 
dreadful and terrible; — diverfe from all the other 
beafts ; — and behold, one like the fon of man came 
with the clouds of heaven^ and came to the ancient of 
days *,-*and there was given him dominion and a king- 
dom, that all people, nations, and languages, (hoiild 
ferve him. His dominion is an everlafling dominion,'* 
&c. * With no mean apparatus of prophetical imagery 
are the former empires defcribed, prior to their exift- 
ence, in a kind of orderly procefTion, and diftinguifhcd 
by their peculiar attributes. This fourth is exhibited 
as an objefl of grandeur and terror, awful in itfelf as a 
whole, multitudinous in its parts, and diverfe from all 
kingdoms. With thefe chara£leri(lics is contrafted, in 
the fpirit of true fublimity, a co-exiftent dominion, 
fupreme, boundlcfs, everlafling. No figns concomi- 

• Dan. vii. 7—14. 
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Unty fimilar, and of equal niagnificence» are fpecified 
in the records of prophecy and hiilorV} at the rife of 
any preceding empire* 

OcTAVius C£SAR> and Jefus of Nazareth, were 
.contemporary, and born within the limits of the Ro- 
man dominions. Before the birth of dither, Syria had 
l)ccn added to the then extienfive conquefts of that en- 
lerpriGng people (a nation of iieroes) ; and PaleAine 
though under the jurifdidion of a nominal and vica- 
rious king, was an appendage of the Syrian prefcQtire. 
Both thefe perfonages founded a kingdom, with each 
of which has been conneded the criterion of univerfa^ 
lity. About the time of their nativity very fanguine, 
and very general expeflations prevailed of fome one 
mighty potentate ihoAiy to appear, whofe dominion 
{hould be wide as the univerie. Whether thefe ex- 
pedlalions rofe from immemorial tradition, or from the 
Gieek verfion of the Hebrew prophecies, which, for 
almoft three centuries before, had been circulated 
wherever that language was underftood, is uncertain. 
One circumflance, however, muft not be omitted. 
Thefe perfonages were no fooner bom, than the cha- 
racter of univerfal monarch was applied to both. 

•* The day Auguftus was bom, while the fenate was 
warmly debating the fubjeS of Cataline's plot, his father 
03avius, on account of the ftate of his family, came into 
the court at a late hour. It is a notorious fa£l, that 
P. Nigidius, having learned the reafon of the delay, 
and the hour of the young prince's nativity, declared, 

that 
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that the world had now got a new fovcrcign,'*— 
*■ JqI. Marathu$ relkes, that a few months before his 
birth, a Orange incident, at Rome, prefaged, that nature 
was then about to bring forth a king for the Roman 
peot)le« Alarmed with the apprehenfion of rcflored 
irtonarchy, the fenate pafled a decree, that no man-child, 
born that year, (hould be preferved. Thofe members, 
who [ixfpeSicd that this fanguinary refolution might 
affeft their own families, prevented its regiftrarion in 
the treafury, without which form it could not acquire 
the force of a law f .** 

These quotations are not produced to confirm the 
veracity of the aftrologers. They, however, authen- 
ticate the opinions every where entertained inahat age. 
The Romans and Jews confidered the phrafes Terrarum 
eriisj and lixtrA n oiMi/^vn, as equivalent to the whole 
habitable world. 

That the like expe&ations, at the fame time, were 
impatiently cheriOied a9X>Dg the Jews and Samaritans, 

f Quo natus eft die, cum dc Catalina conjurationc agcretiir 
in curi^, ct Odtavius ob uxoris pucrperium ferUis adfuifle*^ 
nota ac vulgata res eft, P. Nigidium compcrta morx caufa, 
ut horam quoque partiit accepcrit, adfirmaflc, Dominum ter- 
rarum orbi natum. — ^/ pauh /u/ erius ; -- Au^or eft Jul. 
Marathus, ante paucos menfci quam nafccretur, prodigium . 
fa<5tum Romae pubTicc, quo dciiunciabatur regem popOlo Ro- 
mano naturam parturire : fcnatura exterritum ccnfuiffc ncquU 
anno illo genitus cducarctur : coj, qui gravidas uxores habe- 
rcnt, quo ad fc quifquc fpcm traherct, curaflc nc S. C. ad 
ftra^um defcrrttur. Suet. Auguft. cap. 94. 

is 
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is evident, from the furface of ahnoft every page of 
the four gofpels. Nay» certain fages> inftrufled either 
by tradition, or the facred oracles, in the faith of a (a-* 
viour for mankind at large, were, at length, condufled 
by a fupematural impulfe, and an extraordinary me- 
teor, from a remote country in the eaft to Jerufalem ; 
where, enquiring the name of the place which (hould 
give birth to the king of the Jews ? the anfwer given, 
in a convention of the priefts or fcribes of the people, 
was Bethlehem of Judea. 

Herod, an alien, who had derived the fovereignty 
from a foreign power, and, afraid of lofmg it, on ac- 
count of many tyrannical encroachments on the liber- 
ties of the people, was vehemently troubled at the re- 
port. Stung with fufpicion, jealoufy, rage, and terror, 
he commanded an immediate maflacre of all the male 
children in or about the vicinity of Bethlehem, from 
two years old and under. But, by the prote£lion of ever 
wakeful Providence, Jcfus was previoufly removed into 
Egypt- 

The gofpel was iirft publifhed within the limits of 
ihe Roman empire, then extending from Scythia to 
Numidia, and from the eaftern boundary of Afia to the 
coafis of the Atlantic. Several centuries, under perfe- 
Cution from inSdels of every clafs, had elapfed, before 
the Chriftians obtained a civil efiablifiiment. Rome 
then claimed firft the prerogatives of a mother church, 
next of fupremacy, afterwards of univerfality, laftly of 
infallibility. In procefs of time primitive truth was 
debafed with herefie^) a pure worfbip with idolatry and 

fuperftition. 
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ioperfthion, (alutary difcipline with abfurd pcoancea 
and civil authority was converted into an engine of 
deftru£lion. In all thefe enormous corruptions is 
Rome Antichriftian a genuine type of Rome Pagan. 

In the Auguftan age» or the fulncfs of time, God 
fent forth his Son, invefted with a human charader, 
and a fpecial commiflion to break down the partition 
wall between Jew and Gentile, and flay their mutual 
enmity ; not to mention many other purpofes of effen- 
tial goodnefs. What if it Qiould be evinced, that tho 
Auguftan age was Ukewife the fitnefs of tims ; nay 
even the fitteft of all from the creation to the now ex^ 
piring century. 

I. Ths Roman Government had lately acquired a new 
form. 

Its primitive conftitution, under fevcn fovereigns, 
was regal; under annual confuls, republican ; under 
tribunes of the army and of the commons, and other 
occafional magiftracies, partly popular and partly arifio- 
cratical. Laft of all, it was an empire or monarchy^ 
under one fupreme ruler, invefted with all the preroga- 
tives of royalty, though without the title. This form 
of adminiftration, as charaderifed in prophecy, re- 
ftrids its commencement either to its fir ft, or to its laft 
period. The firft cannot be the prophetical term. For 
one indifpenfable criterion of its eflence is neither pri- 
ority of order^ npr qo-exiftence, but fucceflion to the 
other three. The firft feries of kings from Romulus 
K began 
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began about 148 years before the Babylonian empire* 
This arrangement is therefore an egregrious prochro^* 
nifm. 

For the like reafons is the republican fyfiem^ ia all 
ks modifications, exploded. It was almoft coeval with 
the Perfian monarchy^ and commenfurate wdth that of 
Greece. The republican forn% is fpecifically diflPerent 
from the regal or imperial ; and it is exprefslf- affirmed^, 
that identity of charafler fhould be an attribute commor> 
to all the four kingdoms, yet, admitting fuch marks of 
drvcrfity as difcrrminate individuals of the fame fpecies.^ 
The laft did aQually commeiKe immediately afc«r the 
third had loil its political exiftence ; — and it is addedf 
immediately after it had acquired its true prophetical 
chara61er, by emerging from its republican form. 

a. A rrfbrmed CALtiiD^K was neceffary for the TnUh 
of Computation. 
Th£ primitive )'car, as regulated by Rorauitu, wai 
deficient in quantity, and inartificial in form. It wai 
improved by his fucceflfor, Numa ; but not on ftrift 
aflronomical principles. Julius Caefar, in the Varn>- 
nian year 708, and the 45th before A. D. I, by th« 
advice of Sofigenes, an eminetu Egyptian aftronomer^ 
reformed the national calendar, and procured its intro- 
duftion over the whole empire. As exquifitely framed 
for popular ufc, the Julian year Toon became the model 
in computation ; and Iras, by immemorial pre(cription> 
been generally adopted in Europe. It exceeds the na- 
tural year by a few excrefcent^fra&ional parti, whicb^ 

being 
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being a well known quantity, have beeo, and may be, 
without limitation of future time, reduced to the iland'* 
ard of natdie, by periodical equations *. 

In the Annals of the Old and New Teflamefit, 
have the chronology and hiflory of no prior age been 
invahred in a dcq>er gbom of artificial obfcurity, tliaa 
the (horr period of Chrift's life and nDiniftry. The 
inoft xcvcrcnd author, it muft be acknowledged, was in 
part mifled, even by the nioft renowned hiftocians of 
the AuguAan and fubfequent age ; and it may be con- 
iidertd as a paradox, were it af&rmed, that palpable 
chronological miftakes in Livy, Patcrculus, Suetonius, 
&c» can be redlified no other wife, than by indubitable 
charafiors of time in the Evangelift Luke. Such are, 
for inftance, the. date of the enrolment bcforo the de- 
mife of Herod ;-— of the a^ual taxation under Cyre- 
niii6 i-^the 15th of Tiberius, compared with the com- 
mencement of the yotli prophetical week ; — the age of 
Jefus in the firft of John's miniftry. With all thefe 
notations full in his view, the primate feems to have put 
a veil before his face, and thrown an impenetrable 
(hade of darknefs over foroe of the mod luminous 
.parts of the gofpel hiftory. Nor of it alone; fpr, by 
an arbitrary tranfpofition of biftorical events, and a 
ftrange confufion of dates, the fabbatical cycles, pro- 
phetical periods, and national aeras, are either rendered 

• Of the JulUn year, with refpca to form, quantity, and 
Biechantfm, a piorc mi«ute account is rcfervcd for Thb Prim. 
C^ws OF Computation, under the article. Civil Year. 

K % ufclefs. 
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ufelefs, or acquire the charader of fallacious guides, iff 

the art of computation. 

How are thcfe anachronifms in the Roman 
hiflories, and in the venerable Author of the An- 
nals, to be correfled ? By two infallible dates : — the 
reformation of the Roman calendar ; — and the demife 
of Tiberius Nero. 

But can the quantity of this interval be afcertained ? 
With the utmoft eafe. As each term is fixed by cha- 
ra6ler8 of equal certainty, it is a matter of pure indif- 
ference whether the intermediate years be computed in 
the retrograde or progreffive line. Various and decifive 
are the chronological meafures applicable to this (horc 
and memorable period. Two are feleded, in perfe6l 
agreement with all the reft ; — the Jul. Per. and the 
years of the Varronian epoch of Rome. 

TjBERius Nero died A. P. J. 4747, coincident with 
U. C. 787. on the i6th March ; and in the fecond 
Julian year, on the 15th March, was Julius Caefar flain 
in the fenate houfe, A. P. J, 4670, coincident with 
U. C. 710. Nero was born about the end of the firll 
Julian year, and died in the currency of his 78th. 
Dcdud tiow'4669, the year of Nero's birth, from 4747> 
the date of his death, the furplus, 78, is the age of 
Nero. Again 787 — 709=^78, the rcfult of the two 
operations is the fame ; but a few odd months are in- 
cluded. If, however, the computation proceed from 
the death of the fir ft Caefar to that of Tiberias, the 
third, the interval is circumfcribed within the limits of 

77 full 
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77 full years, and one natural day. For 4747 — ^4^7© 

=77 : and 787 — 710=77. 

Two queries remain for difcuflion ; — whether the 

hiftorians of that and the fucceeding age, have truly 

defined this interval ; — and whether the Metropolitan's 

arrangement be confiftent with itfelf, with the report of 

hiftoryi and with chronology. 

" AuoySTUS, the fecond Roman emperor, died, as 

Jofephus teftifies, after a reign of 57 years, fix months, 

and two days ♦." " Tiberius died after his prcdeceffor 

22 years, five months, and three days +." 

The fum (57. 6. 2+22. 5. 3=79 y. 11 m. 5 d.) 
exceeds the true quantity by almoft three years. 

" Augustus, together with Antony and Lepidus, 

governed almoft twelve years, and laftly by himfelf 54:^ .'* 
" Tiberius died in the 23d of his reign §." ♦♦ Tiberius 
ruled with arbitrary power 23 years nearly ||." After 
the confulate of Hirtius and Panfa, Auguflus fucceeded 
to that dignity. Add 56 years for this reign, and 23 
for that of Tiberius, the fum is 79. But from the 
alTaffination of Julius to the confulate of Odavius, wis 
a fpace of 1 8 months. Thus is the interval enlarged 
to 80 years fix months**. — Eafy it were to multiply 
authorities. But falfehood, though attefted by a cloud 
of witneflcs, does not change its nature. -Can the 
fouFCc of this miflake be difcovered ? Thd'deception is 
obvious, at firft view. Jofephus, and the author of the 

• Ant xvifi. 1. %. : and War. ii. 9. i. f ^^^' '^v"** ^' ^^, 
J Suet. Oilav. cap. 9. § Suet. Tib. cap. 73. 11. 

II Tacit. Annal. vi. 51. •• Dialog, de Claris Oratoribus. 

K 3 DialogMCi 
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Dialogue, liavr fallcrt into an egregious amplification « 
Suetonius afligns to Auguflus a reign of almoft 56 ; 
and Tacitus agrees with him, that the 23d of Tiberius 
was incomplete. Let the reign of each be computed 
from the death of Julius, the interval to that of Tibe- 
rius is prccifcly 77 years one day, as before. The 
error of the two hiftorians lafl mentioned is two fold. 
They count two deficient years for complete ; and ad- 
mit, that a certain portion of the former reign was 
common to both emperors ; yet make no abbreviation. 
It is to be (hown, in its proper place, that the duration 
of the partnerlhip in fovereignty was two years, and no 
more. Now as to Ufher's computation. 

According to him Julius was flain A. P. J? 4.670, 
This Arrangement happily fets ccnfure at defiance. But 
the reign of Tiberius is continued to 4750: the differr 
cnce is 80, and the fum too much by three years. 
This latter number of the Julian period he connefls 
with A. M. 4040 ♦, and with A. D. 37, indeed of 
4042, and 34. J Such is the fatality unavoidably re^ 
fulting from his original con>bination of chronological 
numbers; ^d fuch the ufefulnefs of a reformed Ror 
inan Calendar, at that particular time. The fitnefs of 
the time, appointed for the manifeilation of Chri/l, 
|nigl>t, fronvttie confideracions already fet fotrth, be adr 
piittcd. But, 

• The year of the world, correfponding to A. P.J. 4750? 
ought to be 4^45 , which was tlie 38th from the true hiftorical 
date of tlie nativity. 
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3. As the Roman Empire^ and the Ckrifiian Mra^ were 
nearly coeval ^ it follows^ that the firji Century of both 
was the lafl Stage of the Hebrew Polity, 

Absolutely necefliry it was, in virtue of many 
unequivocal notations in the oracles of prophecy, that 
the prophet, like uote Mofes, fhould open his commir* 
£on, before the dofe of the Jewifli ceconomy. 

EOiJALLY neceflary it was, that the age of prefigu- 
ration ihoulil be of a confiderable length, before the 
Glory of Ifrael, the light of the GeotUesj and the 
DefM-e of all Nations, fhould be manifefled to the 
world. 

To the Ifraelites many fignal marks of pre-eminence 
4iad been vouchfafed. ** To them pertained the adop- 
tion, and the glory, and the covenants, and the giving 
of the law, and the fervice of God, and the promifes ; 
-whofe were the fathers, and of whonf^, according to 
Ac flefti, Chrifi came *." Should the quer)' be repeatedf 
*♦ What advantage then had the Jews f *' the reply i$ 
now no lefs proper, than in the apoflolical age, *< Much 
«v«ry way ; chiefly,.becaure unto them were committed 
the oracles of God+." The Kne of the Mefliah's ex*- 
-traflion was limited to tTie progeny of Abraham by 
liaac, and to the tribe of Judah by David. It had 
iieen foretold, thfit tlte grcatcft and lad prophet to be 
Xent to that people;, (hould be railed up from amor^g 
their brethren ; and the infallible teHimony of an Evan- 
geliil aflcrts, that tlie Word, made flefh, came unto his 
♦ Rom. 9. 4.-J»6. f Ch. iii. «. 

K 4 own. 
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own. Had he appeared among any other peoploj^ hi» 
pretenfions would have merited no credit. Or, had h9 
appeared to his o%Am^ (e/j tol Wia, his own peculiar bro- 
therhood, a feparate community, in their own land)^ 
one generation later, when the community was dif- 
banded, the l^nd occupied by aliens, and the temple 
(which the defire of all nations was to honour with his 
prefence and miniftry) covered with its own rubbifh :— 
in that cafe, it would have been impoflible to produce 
to the houfe of Ifrael, in a national efiablifhment, the 
genuine evidences of his miflion. The Ifraelites were 
(be depofltaries of thofe oracles which defcribed hU 
charader, and, in a certain manner, anticipated his hif- 
tory. To ifiem, in a ftate of difperfion, he could not 
have unfolded, fropi the writing of Mofes and the pro- 
phets ; from the pfalms, and all the Hebrew fcriptures ; 
the things concerning himfelf. Galilee, and other parts 
of Palcfline, are defcribed as the theatre of his mini- 
(Irations ; and fhere it was requifite that he (hould ap- 
pear a (hort time, a( leajl^ before the diffolution of the 
civil and religious polity. 

The time predetermined is both by the prophets and 
apofllcschara6ierifed indefinitely ^s the LATTER DAYS. 
3y which phrafe is to be underiiood, not the confu- 
mation of things, but the laft ftage of the Jewifb con- 
ilitution ; — the ultimate term beyond which that people 
/hould not exift, as a dlftin£l and peculiar part of the 
human race, in a political capacity. 

** OoD, who at fundry times, and in diverfe manner^, 
fpake unto the fathers of the Jewish people by the 

prophets, 
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f rophets> hath in thefe laft days fpoken to mankind by 
his Son." He havmg finiflied his pcrronal miniflry» 
committed the profecution of his gracious purpofes to 
certain chofcn fervants, whom he fcnt forth to preach 
the gofpel to every creature. Eflential wifdom and 
goodnefs had ordained, that the loft flieep of the houfe 
of Ifrael Ihould have the firft overtures of grace. This 
primacy article of the coramiflion was faithfully ob- 
ferved, during the eight fubfequent years. But the 
houfe of Ifrael, ftill continuing to rejeft, as a colleftive 
body, the counfel of God againft themfelves, the apoftlef 
recollcaing the terms of their original comraiflion, 
*< Ye (hall be my witneflcs, both in Jcrufalera and in 
all Judea, and in all Samaria, and unto the uttermoft 
parts of the earth ♦," extended the call, without fimi- 
tation, to the untutored Gentiles. « The Lord gave 
the word, great was the company of the preachers, 
and numerous were the conveits, as the drops of dew 
from the womb of the morning.'* But even after the 
door of faith was thus opened for the Gentiles, a ma- 
jority of the apoftles devoted their labours to the bene- 
fit of thofe, who maintained the neceffity of drcum- 
cifion, and the inviolable obligation of all the Moiaical 
riles. 

In the mean tirpe, free accefs being granted to the 
temple at JerufaWip, apd to the fynagogues cftabliflicd 
in every city, village, and corner of the widely- ex tended 
Roman empire ; thither the apoftles reforted on the 
^cventh day of the Jtjwifh week (Saturday), and on ,the 

» Adts, i. 8. 

itrft 
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firft (lay to pnomifcucais affembJies, wherever met, open- 
ing and allegiog tliat Jefus, whom tbey preached, wai 
the Chritt, 

By a providentiaJ dirc6lion, and efficacious expedt^ 
ems, duriag the lapfe of 37 j^cars, were the temple and 
fynagogues converted into nurferies for the in&nt 
Chriftian church, «< Muhitodes believed, both of Jewt 
and Greeks." All that while the dtfciplcs of Mo(cs» 
hardened, for the mod part, in impenitence and incre- 
dulity, accompanied with an implacable fpirit of pcrfe* 
cutioo, rebelled againft the light. At lafi the day of 
vengeance came. They were caft away, but not finally; 
and wlien the happy tinf>e arrives, what ihall their re- 
ftaration be, but life from the dead ? 

With the miniflry of John conamenced the kiagdcnn 
of God. During that wtiok was the covenant con* 
£rmed with many. A^ the end of the fame week, aU 
tl)e carnal ordinances of Judatfm were, as beggarly 
elements, nailed to the orofc of Ciirift, and thenceforth 
-became altogether unprofitable, even in their prefigu* 
Tative virtue. Continued indeed for a determined time 
was their ufe ; but they were fuperannuated. ** A new 
convenant had made the firft old, and that which was 
old decayed, and was ready to vanifti away *.'* 

The text above recited, "God fpake by the prophets 
in time paft, at fundry times, and in diverfe manners, 

• Hcb.viii. 15. General tradition fixes the date of this Epi^'lc 
to the 7th year before the overthrow of the temple, and the 
riefolation of Jt rufalem, by THiis Vcfpafian, The text above 
quoted fecms to be prophetical. 

#. to 
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to the fcithers," implies a long feries of gcneration-s 
under a preparatory difcipline of prefig^ative ordi- 
iiances. What fpace of time was proper or fufficient 
for this fort of preparation, infinite witdoni could alone 
determine. Prophecies, being no fefs defcriptive of an 
extraordinary charafter than types, neither the one 
^ft, nor the ether, could have the full effefl in autben- 
jticatii^ a divine commiflion, before the lapfe of at leaft 
a few generaticins and ages. Now, if Chrift had ap- 
jg^ied m the charafler of a fuffcring interceflbr, im- 
flBcd'wtely after the apoftacy in Paradife, his pretenGons 
could have been verified by no fimilar precedents from 
hiftory, by no evidence from the records of piophetical 
oracles. Was it fit that Adam ihould be the execu- 
tioner of his own Saviour ? Was it poflible that the 
Saviour, before ^he multiplication of the firil family, 
could have martyrs, and the martyrs perfecutors ? But 
allow the appearance of this fufferiKg interceflbr to 
have been defeired to the firft, fecond, or third gene- 
ration ; con^parratively few rouft have been the witneffes. 
In an age of advanced population, when the arts of 
iranfmitting hiftorical tr^faftions with certainty to fu- 
mt^ times, and on a very coi|fpicuous theatre, was Jefus 
^f Na2^areth €xec«tfld, as arftate crimirwl, as an impof- 
.i6r, as a blafpheiner. The proofs of his innocence and 
veracity, were, in a very (tort time, no lefs convincii^ 
ihan his fufferings had been notorious ; and the evi- 
dence, wheqce is inferred not only the merit of his cha- 
ra£ler, but the injuftice of his perfecutors, never was, 
^nji never <:an *be difprovcd. But bad he tiflcred the 

fame, 
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fame, or the like things, in a very early ftage of fociety, 
modern fccpticifm might have urged, with every feature 
of probability, " That thefe things were done in a cor- 
ncr, and that the whole was a cunningly devifed fable:** 
— infinuations which the apoftles very juftly repro- 
bate ♦. 

That the appearance of the Meffiah was delayed too 
long, the difputers of this world affirm with more plan- 
fibility than truth. The efficacy of his interpofition 
began with the firft, and will extend to the laft gene- 
ration of men. Tlie growth of ignorance, licentious 
' principles, and profligate manners, was gradual. Had 
Chrift afTumcd the charaAer of a reformer, before civil 
government and the light of philofophy had done their 
ijtmoft, but without effeft, for curing the inveterate 
corniption of the world, the ufe and neceffity of fuch 
a reformer would not have been admitted. As an in- 
termediate difpenfation was the Mofaical inftitution 
introduced, ** To what end ferved the law ? It 
was added, becaufe of tranfgreffions,'* (predominant, 
ind ever proceeding from evil to worfe in the pagan 
world), *' till the feed, to whom the promife was made, 
ihould comet." Had it not been for this interme- 
diate fcheme^ corruption woojd have b^come^ in the 
awful progrefs of degeneracy, univerfal, total, incurable. 
In this cafe, the promifed feed mud have come, without 
the harmonious evidence arifing from hillory, prefigu- 
ration, and prophecy. 

• Ads»xzii. i6. nFct. i.i6« t P^I. iii 19* 

It 
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It has been (hown, that any age, prior to the law of 
Mofes, or fubfequcnt to the difperfion of the Jews, 
would have been neither proper nor feafonable for the 
appearance of Jefus Chrift in the human nature ; and 
that no other could have thefe two indifpen fable cba« 
ra3ers, — a fitness and a fulness of the time, than 
that in which he did actually authenticate his divine 
miflion ♦. 

These general remarks naturally introduce the more 
fpecial and determinate natations, in the evangelical 
hiilory of Chrift's life and miniftry. 

1. Jesus of Nazareth was born in the life-time of 
Herod the great, nominal king of Judea, and but a 
Ibort fpace before his demife : and 

2. About the time of an enrolment at Bethlehem, 
in virtue of a decree, in order to a taxation, by Auguf- 
tus Caefar, the Roman emperor. 

3. At twelve years of age he reafoned with the doc- 
tors in the temple, at the time of a paflbver. 

4. The 30lh year of his natural life was coincident 
with the 15th of Tiberius Nero, and with the firft of 
John the Baptift's miniftry. 

* The terms fotm and late arc relative. If the duration of 
the world (hould be prolonged four millions of ye<irs, and the 
Oldand New Teftament fcripturcs, in the original tongues, 
which are exad counterparts, be tranfmitted to that remote 
period, the truth of divine revelation would not be impaired. 
But the'objeftipn taken from the late introduction of the Gof- 
pel would vanifli. For the tranfadlioni of A. M. 4000, would 
be referred to the very infancy of time. 

5, About 
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5. About the time of the aurumnal equinox, when 
precifoly 34 years old, he was baptifed* 

6. His miniftry of three years and fix months esr- 
pired with the crucifixion, in the J7th of his age. 

All thcfc events are comprehended in the reigns of 
Herod, Auguflus, and Tiberius, as above *. 

• " The cdia for an enrolment from Aiiguftus. wm wifeltf 
ordered by divine Providence, not only to determine the time 
of Chrilt*8 nativity, but alfo his tribe and family \ both which 
were afcertained by the authentic records of two nations : the 
genealogies of the Jews, which we»e prefenred with great ex* 
adnefs; and the archives of the Roman empire, to whick the 
firft apologifts for Chriftianity made frequent appeals.*'-^ 
\V>ite*8 Gofp. Hift. p. 17. 

" Some of the ancient apologifts referred to the A6ts of P. 
Pilate, and the account given by him to Tiberiu'?, concerning 
our Saviour, Such appeals, unfapported by vifiMe and noto- 
rious fadls, would certainly have been of fatal consequence tp 
Chriftianity. The AAs thcmfelvcs, or very authentic copies 
of them, could as eafily be produced as they were readily 
quoted. The Adts of Pilate were called in queftion. But 
though nothing of that kind be now in the world, yet that fuch 
genuine Ads were once in being is not reafonably to be doubt- 
ed. For it appears from Eufebius, that ctrtain falfe and fpu* 
rious Ads were fet about to fink the credit of the true. EpI- 
phanius mentions fome appeals made by heretics to thefc A^ 
of Pilate."— Ditton on the Refurrcdtion, p. 301. 
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CHAP. II. 

Chuonolocy cf HekotxU Lift. 

AN account of the timcs and revolutions of eni* 
piiea, has been brought down to the 3«th year 
before the Dionyfian sera. A few of thofe explicit 
aad infallible chronological cbaraQers, which fix the 
true epoch of this feventh age, with the dates of thoCe 
fiupeadotts occurrences which (ignaltfed its- commence- 
Bittit* and ferve to arrange the hiftory of the firft 64 
years, remain for inveftigation. With the hiilory of 
three contemporary princes, Herod, Oftavianus Augus- 
tus, and Tiberius Nero, is that of our Lord's birth, 
baptifm, miniflry, and crucifixion, infeparably conneA- 
ed. Of each in order. 

I. Herod's Birth. 

JoSEPHUS reports in twopafTages, not whhout an 
apparent variation in the number, that Herod died about 
the 70th year of his age, or almoll 70 ♦. By both 
notations his 70th year was begun. It is afterwards to 

• Ant. xvii. S. x. and War. i. 3 j. x. 
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be fiiewn, that lie died in the fpring of the Varroniari 
year 710, A. M. 4005, and of the Jul. Per. 47^^' 
Hence deduft 70, the difference 4640 is the date of his 
birth. Ufher, and after him Prideaux, bring it loWfcr 
by two years, but neither affigns a reafon for rcjeCling 
the authority of Jofephus. 

a. Made Governor of Galilee*^ 

•* Antipater made his eldeft fon Phafaclus go- 
vernor of Jerufalem and its precinfts ; to Herod, then 
a very young man of 15, he committed the adminifira- 
tion of Galilee *." Uflicr and Prideaux, on the ad- 
thority of Cafaubon, correft this notation by fub- 
llituring 25. But both thefc great men, having 
mrftaken the year of Herod's birth, ought to have 
marked the number 27. The prudence, experience, 
and fpirit, which he difplayed at his entrance on that 
arduous province, did great honour to his abilities and 
years. The Varronian year 707 is the true date of this 
his firft promotion. 

3. Different Dates (f his Reign. 

In 714 was he created king of Judea by a deed of 
the Roman fenate. But Antigonus, the fon of Arifto- 
bulus, claiming the right of inheritance and poffeflion, 
difputed his title by an appeal to the fword ; and after 
an incfftaual oppoliiion, with inferioi: force, was over- 
• come, taken prifoncr, and tragically executed, in 717. 

• Jofephus, Ant. ::iY. 9. a. 

Herod 
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H^rod thcnccfforth reigned without a ccmpetitor, and 
his acceflion » reckoned by both teims. 

4, Rebuilds the Temple. 

As an alluGon to this date occurs in the gofpcl hif- 
tory, in connexion with a certain year of our Lord's 
ininiftry, it merits regard, as a chronological charafter. 
" Forty, and fix years was the temple in building ♦.'* 
By av^ry witerion of time this conference with the 
JewsTeferf to the firft year of Chrift's miniftry* a fliort 
time, perhaps a fq^y months, after the. firft PafTover* 
Jpiqpbus affigns two date$ for this great and expenfive 
^dertakiog. 

" In the i8th of his reign, Herod projeflcd a very 
great work,— the rdbuilding of the temple ; and fuf* 
pefting that the Jews, fo far from contributing to the 
coft, would r^ot confent to his taking on himfelf the 
wh^le charges, called together an aflembly of the peo- 
ple, to whom he -fignified his refolation. They appre* 
hes^ng, that were the old edifice once demolilhed, he 
might either change his mind, or, having begun the 
new ftru£lure, Ihould not be able to finiOi, firongly re<* 
monftrated. To convince them of his fincerity, Herod 
told them, that he Ihould not pull down the fabric, till 
all things were ready for the new building. He ac- 
cordingly provided 1000 waggons, and employed 
10,000 of the moft ikUful artifice^rs, ftone-cutters, car* 
penterS) &c. for preparing the materials, as feon as 

• John, ii. ao« 
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tbcy could be brought to the fpot. Convinced of hU 
fincerity, the people approved with cbearfulnefs an 
overture fo beneficial to themfelves, and honourable to 
their fovereign*.*' 

Im another paffaget a different date is eXprelfed: 
** In the 15th year of his reign Herod rebuilt the tem- 
ple.** Which of the notations is to be preferred ? It 
is fcarcely probable, that the hiftorian would compute 
Herod's reign from the decree of the fehate ; for the 
Jews accounted him an ufurper during the life of An-* 
tigonus. But, as in feveral parts of his work§, Jofo- 
phus counts by either reckoning indifferently, fometimes 
diftinguiflies the one from the other by mentioning both, 
and always dates three years for the intermediate fpace, 
let his fpecified numbers be fairly examined, and a felf*', 
confident inference deduced. 

Tm at the arrangements of this v^ry eminent hiftorian' 
be not rafhiy difmiffed from the tribunal of impartial 
criticifm, two previous enquiries are equitable ; fird» 
What is the ufual mode of reckoning in fimilar cafte ? 
and next. What might be the point which the Jews, in 
their arguing with our Lord, meant to edablifll ? 

First, from computations in the retrograde feries,the 
pafling year,.efpecially about the time of its commence- 
ment, is, as the fource of reckoning, excluded. It has 
been remarked, that the Jews, in the fird year of our 
Lord's minidry, and fome fliort time after the Paffover^ 
(folenmized, according to Varro, A. U. C. 783.)! ttfld 

• Apt* XV. II. r. t War^i.ai. i. 

himf 
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1)im, thiit th^ tetnple bad been then 46 yeah in build- 
it^gy as our ptiblick verfion renders their words. In 
this view the firft of the 46 years is included in 783. 
The fitft y^ar ih the retrograde or afcehding ferics was, 
confequehtty} 782. 

SEcbNDLV, the meaning of the Jews l;«ras faiher to 
ainplify thin ibbreviate the nurabcf. This is thfc pur- 
port of their argument : " This temple employed many 
hands, during the lapfe of 46 yfears ;-^l 0,000 ftone- 
cutters ahd cai^nters, not to fpeak of other workmen in 
pre^anng the materials, before the foundation was laid t 
-—bedell dotible» triple, or 20 times that number in 
rearing thii immenfe pile ; — and art thou able, by thine 
own fingTe itrength, to demolilh thi^ whole in three 
days ? 

Such is the prefumptive refult of the argiimetit, ac-^ 
cordipg to the fentiments of our' Lord's antagonifts. 
Its agreement, or incongruity with the notations of Jo- 
fephus, is now to be examined : and for this end the 
fchemeftands as below, for the two term& of Herod'^ 
reign. 

Source of retrograde com|Jutadon fot the fottndatioh 
of ttcrod's iemjile. • ' 

The 46thyear cnd«>\-8x ^^ ^^^ X^^^ ^*^**V782 
A« U. C. J A* U« C, J ' 

I>edu& - - 46 lieda£l -» * 46 

736 ^ 736 

Deciee of the Senate 7 14 Death of Antigonus 717 

YcarofHcrod'sreign 2a Yean of Herod's reiga 19 
L% The 
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The true fources of Herod^s reign are, in the dif- 
tin£l columns, marked conformably with the faithful 
report of genuine hiftory ; but by both dates, the years , 
714 and 717, were refpedively the firft of Herod« 
The computation muft have proceeded from 713 and 
716. On this principle, the foundation of the temple 
muft have been laid, neither in the 15th nor 1 8th) but 
in the 23d or 20th of Herod. Thus far the notations . 
of Jofephus vary from the number fpecified in the 
GofpeL But m favour of the Jewifh hiftorian jufticc 
demands, that the terms he employs be interpreted, ac« 
cording to his probable meaning. In a quotation, al- 
ready, produced in the way of reference, he remarks, 
*< that the priefts built the temple itfelf in 18 months; 
or in the fecond year from the foundation of its walls. 
The author's dates are not now uniformly, without va- 
riation, in the feveral copies, expreffed 15 and i8. Be 
it fuppofed, that the Jews reckoned the 46 years from 
the finifhing of the work, the computation then begins 
in the year when Antigonus died, as by the fecond 
column, the temple was begun in the iSth and finiflied 
in the 20th of Herod. The Jews altered their opinbn 
of the temple*s age, about 50 years before Jofephus 
wrote its hiftory : and if both they and he committed a 
miflake in numeratiqn, the Eyangpelift, who reports the 
remonftrance as it was ftated, is not refponfible. If 
both parties merit the charaftcr of precifion, the 46 
years expired in the year before Chrift^s appearance in 
his prophetical office ; and if this were the notion of the 
J«ws, their words ought to be rendered, ** Forty and 
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fix years hath this temple been built ;" which ienfe the 
original text cafily admits *. 

5. Tlmi of his Death. 

^ HxROO died, baring enjoyed the kingdom 34 
years after he bad killed Antigonus ; but from the time 
that he was declared king by the Romans, 37, about 
the 25th of our November, or the 7th of the month 
Cifleu, which is therefore accounted a joyful and feflival 
day, becaufe then Herod died, who hated all wife men; 
as Edward Lively, a moll learned roan, noted in his 
Chronology, in n^iVH mS'jJlD* Megilloth Tanith, 
or Volume of the Feaft +/' 

Le Clerc afligns the fame dates, with the only dif- 
ference of fubftituting the Varronian year of Rome 
750, for the laft two chronological nmnbers in the 
Annals j:. The number of the Julian period, though 
exa3, requires two corre£lions« It is erroneous firft, 
as put in connexion with A. M. 4001, inftead of 4005, 

^ All Aorifls denote time either paft or future* Thoie 
yrhich cxprefs time not future, may, according to the truth of 
grammatical propriety, fignify time cither paft, or pafling. For 
example, m h In^^S ytm^hrot if BnSxii/u; " Jcfus having been 
bom in Bethlehem.** Here is a notation of time fiilly paft* 
Why ibould not Tt^mfmnmrm mm) i^ Iti#^»» fKohfM^ft i f«)c ^raf , 

<< This temple hath been built 46 years." The meaning i$. 
It 18 a new and firm ftru£lure, and may laft ages* Matt. ii. i. 
John, ii. %o, 

t Ufher'B Annals, A. M. 4001. JuL Per. 47x0. as by him 
Qnarked. 

I See Hilt. Ecdefiaft. page %X5. 

L 3 and 



Z' 



/Google 



'•^^:^T 



150 CUKONOLOOY 

and fecondly as brought too low by eight monthly Not 
vember infiead of March. 

Macnight, and his author Lardner^ hefitate as to 
the year of Herod's death, concluding that he neither 
died before A. U. C. 750, nor furvived 751 ; but con- 
clude, that the feafon was the spring. It is here 
added, that it was the fpring before November A. P. J* 
4710, of the world 4005, and of the Varronian era 
750, In Jofephus the proofs are numerous and deter- 
minate ; — a (hort time before a national fail, and before 
a paflbver, &c. 

HeKqd being feized with his lall illnefs, and a ru- 
mour fpread that his diflemper was incurable, ns\y, tb^t 
he was adually dead, on the very day when the Jews 
obferved annually a national fafl, certain young men 
were infligated by two rabbis to take down th^ golden 
image of an eagle, which, to the great difpleafure of 
fhe pation, Herod had fet up over the portal of the 
femple. They, under the very probable hope of impur 
nity, were eafily perfuaded, and accordingly removed, 
that monument of idolatry, at noon day, in the prefence 
of a great concourfe of the worOiippers. The captain 
of the temple, with an armed force, apprehended 40 of 
the mutineers, and carried them to Jericho, where Herod 
then was, in a ftate of extreme weaknefs. The moft 
obnoxious were burnt alive, and an eclipfe of the moon 
fignalized the night of the execution. In the mean 
time a refcript arrived from Auguftus, to whom had been 
referred the cafe of Antipater, a fon of Herod, then 
convifled of a confpiracy againft his father's life. The 

emperor 
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emperor having referred the matter to Herod's difcre- 
tion, without recommending any other meafure than 
ading as became a father, and a king, by inflidling ei- 
ther banifhment or death. Antipater was immediately 
executed in prifon. Herod died after five days;^a 
very fliort fpace» but fully fufficient for all the inter- 
medrate tranfa6lions« The funeral folemnities over, and 
feven days, as ufual, fpent in mourning, Archelaus re* 
paired to Jerufalem, and went into the temple at the 
time of the paflbver ; when and where he ratified his 
conformity to the national religion by facrifice, &c. bc- 
fpake the allegiance of his fubjefls, received the accla-» 
mations of all, heard the grievances of fome; and 
forthwith fet out on a voyage for Rome, in order to 
have his father's will, appointing himfelf to the fuc- 
ceflion, confirmed by authority of Aiiguftus*, 

The paflbver fell that year on the I2th of our Julian 
April ; the night of the eclipfe was the full moon, pre- 
cifely 30 days before that feftival. The middle of the 
eclipfe at Jerufalem was 3f hours after midnight, on 
the 13th March +. 

The faft is a charaQer of the time, of which no 
veftige has occurred to the writer of thefe (heets, in'rtft 
works of thofe learned men who have laboured to af- 
certain the date now required. In D. Levi's Rites and 

* This 18 a very brief epitome of the chronological no- 
tationa from Jofcphus. Ant. xvii. 6 — 9. War, i. 33- apd 
II. I. 
t See the calculation conftntftcd, in Whiflon's Aftronomical 
' Lc^rcf. 

L 4. Ceremonies 
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Ceremonies of the Jews, p. 125, is the following re- 
mark : " Oeder 13th, the day before the fcaft of Purim, 
is kept a fall, called the Faft of Efther, m commemo« 
ration of her having failed three days and nights before 
flie went to fupplicate the king for the deliverance of 
the Jews, who were marked out for deftru£lion by 
Haman ; although Efther faded in the firfl m^th, Ni- 
fan : but that being the time of the paflbver, yft keep 
the faft on the day before the feaft*. Befides this 
faft diflefs from all other fafts in the year ; for this rea« 
fan, becaule on the fabbath day is forbidden all manner 
of mourning or fafting : therefore, whenever a fa(t day 
happens to fall on a fabbath, (except it be the great da]^ 
gf expiation, which fuperfedes the fabbath), it is de- 
ferred till the next day, except this faft, which is anti- 
cipated two days ; the reafon of which is this : the day 
after being Purim, which is the feafi, and the day before 
being Friday, they could not finifti the faft, 00 account 
of the fabbath beginning before dark, and they being 
obliged to faft till night : therefore when it happens 01^ 
the fa'bbath, it is kept on the Thurfday before," 

It is worthy of remark, that this very year, A. U. C. 7SO 
.^p#0^the 13th Adar fell on Saturday, the national £ib- 
bath; and the faft, agreeably with thefe tegulations« 
was a£lually kept on the foregoing Thurfday, the 8th 
of our March. Thus is afcertained the folemnity 
which chara£lerizes the time of taking down the golden 
eagle. It would have been extremely fatisfaSory, if 

• Furim in Adar. 

• Mr. 
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Mr. Levi had applied this paflage in Jofepbus to an an* 
niverfary, in that age fo very ancient, and at this day 
celebrated periodically. 

These charaSers of time, numerous, direft, and all 
in unifon, diveft of probability the arrangement of 
Lively, Uflier, Le Clerc, &c. built on the flender au- 
thority of the Rabbitical Book on Fafis and FeiUvals. 

6. fVere all the Tears of this Reign^ as differently dated^ 
full? 

This enquiry is the more neceflary, as, by taking 
eight months from the term of Herdd's life, the dura- 
tion of his reign is proportionaUy fliortened. But the 
rcfult depends on the folution of a difficult problem ;— 
the feafon of the year when he was firft created king at 
Rome. From fundry circumftances of time incident- 
ally mentioned by Jofepbus, it is pre(umed, that the 
Parthians placed Antigonus on the throne of his father, 
Ariftobulus, early in the fpring A. U. C. 714.; and that 
the Roman ienate decreed that honour for Herod about 
the time of the enfuing fummer folftice. 

He ROD prefaging what foon came to pafs, the pre- 
pollent force of Antigonus, in concert with the Par. 
thians, fled to Rome, imploring affiftance and proteflion. 
In his voyage from Pampbylia, he was in danger of 
fliipwreck from tempeftuous weather, but efcaped to 
Rhodes, thence to BrundiOum, and hence to Rome, 
where being invefted with royalty, he, after a (hort 
abode of feven days, went back to Brundifium, whence 
refuming hii voyage, he arrived at Ptolemais, a fea port 

in 
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in Paleftine, after a (hort expedition of about three 
months. Finding that Antigonus bad kept his mother, 
fifler, and family, ever fince his retreat, in clofe (iege at 
Mafada, a fortrefs in the tribe of Judah, he haftened to 
their relief. His brother Jofeph, who all the while 
repelled the affailants, at laft reduced to extremity for 
want of water, had refolved, in defperation, to attempt 
an cfcapc. But a plentiful fell of rain having fupplied 
all the ci (terns, Herod came up in time to relieve his 
friends. This circumilance plainly indicates the fum- 
mer feafon. It is here mentioned purely as a conjec- 
ture ; for, in the hifiory of the fecond commencement, 
more deciflve notations occur ; and it may perhaps be 
(hewn, that each computation originates from the fame 
day of the fame month in two different years. 
. The firft of the feaft of feven days, provided by 
Antony for Herod, at his inapguration, is by Jofephus 
denominated, in two paflages, the first day of his 
reign, A. U* C- 714 ^* It was afterwards, as the ori- 
ginal date of his regal honours, di(lingui(hed by the 
title of NATALis REGNI, the nativity of his kingdom. 
In its future repetitions it was celebrated with regal 
magnificence ; but none of the hiitorians fpecify the 
day of the month. 

<* Herod took Jerufalem, and made Antigonus apri- 
foner, in the confulate of M. Agrippa and Canidius 
Callus, in the 185th olympiad, on the third month, on 
the folenmity of the fall, as if a periodical revolution of 

• Ant. ziv* 14. 1, and War» i. 14. 4. 

calamities 
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calamities had returned, fince the redu£lion of the fame 
city by Ptolemy, after 27 years ♦." 

Jt may be enquired whether this were not the aoni- 
verfary of his firft appointment by the fenate, and alfo 
the fource of the fedoud reckoning ? 

Agrippa and Gallus were confuls A. U. C. 717* 
That year was the fourth of the 185th olympiad ; and 
the Olympic years were always counted from the new 
moon before the fummer folflice. In the firA year of 
the firft olympiad, that new moon fell on the 9 th July ; 
and the next autumnal equinox on the ift Odober. 
After 740 years, or 185 olympiads, the 5th July was 
the time of the fummer folftice in 717. Whether Jo- 
fephus meant the third month of the Hebrew year, or 
of the fiege, has improperly been controverted. This 
author elfewheref mentions the fifth month of the fiege, 
and then reckons only from the term of Herod's en- 
gaging in that enterprife \ for Sofius had, with a nu« 
merous army, begirt the city one full month before. 
The third month of the year muft be the true notation. 
" Herod marched up to Jerufalem, about the end of 
winter, in the third year of his reign :}:." « At the end 
of the fiege it was fummer §." This criterion of time 
correfponds to the commencement of the olympic year, 
and to the third Hebrew month. The hlftorian omits the 
(lay of the month, though he fpecifies it by a charafler 

• Joftphus, Ant. xiv, i6« 3. 

f They bore a ficgc of five moathi. War, i. it. 1. 

\ War, i. 17. 8. § Ant. xiv. 16. a. 

then 
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then well known, but now obfcure; on the solzm^ 

NITY of the FAST. 

The Hebrew feftivals and fafls, as well thofe of hu» 
man as of a divine appointment are an indifpenfable 
direflory in calculation. Without a middle term of 
fuch exquifite ufe, and fo infallible both in its principles 
and conclufions, chronology could not have a firm bafis. 
Mofes prefcribed no faft for the third month ; neither 
is any of a fubfequent date to be found in Levi's Ac-r 
count of the Rites and Ceremonies of the modern Jews. 
Jofephus, however, often refers to the faft of that 
month, as folemnized in his time : and it has already 
been remarked, that it was enabled to commemorate the 
introdufiion of idol-wor(hip into Samaria, in the firft 
of Rehoboam. The 23d of the third month was the 
time of its obfervance annually. In the year of Romp 
717, the 23d of Sivan was coincident with the 22d of 
June ; and this feems to be the moft probable date of 
Herod's acccffion, whether reckoned from the decree of 
the fenate, or from the capture of the city. 

Did this conclufion reft on one doubtful chara£ler of 
time, or on the authority of an equivocal record, 
when or by whom written, none can tell, it might be 
rejeAed as an ideal conjefiure. But with the evidence 
ariOng ^rom calculation, from the harmony of na« 
tional eras, and magiftracies, from feveral fpecifications 
of feafons, it derives every criterion of probability. 

Of this complicated difqpifition the refult is, that 
Herod died about three months before the end of his 
37th year from the decree of the fenate, and of his 

34th 
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34th from the redudion of Jerufalem : for 750 — 713 
3:37; and 750 — 716=34; from each remainder 
three months are to be deduced. 

7. The foregoing Computations applied to $he hiftoricai 
Date of Chriffs Nativity. 

In the days of Herod the king was born John the 
BaptiA, find Jefus Chrift about fix months after *• In , 
the fame reign, and but a very (hort fpace before its 
termination, was Jefus,. in his infancy, conveyed into 
Egypt, and recalled at the acceflion of Archelaus t. 

• Th£ vifit of the eaftern fages at Bethlehem mull be 
referred to the interval from the fird to the 40th da/ 
of our Lord's life* On the latter he certainly was 
prefented in the temple, whence his parents returned 
with him, not to Bethlehem, but immediately to Na- 
zareth* in Galilee, and there was intimated to them the 
warning for their removal with him into Egypt, toge- 
ther with the reafon of that injunflion. " There they 
continued until the death of Herod :{;." All thefe no* 
tations juftify the pofition, that, according both to the. 
Hebrew and Roman computation, Jefus was born in 
the year before Herod's demife. The time of the re- 
cefs in Egypt is a point which has unhappily divided 
the feqtiments of chronologers and critics. All how- 
ever agree, that the return thence was immediately fub- 
fequent to the death of Herod. 

• Luke, i. t Matt ii. i— if . % Matt. li. 15. 

From 
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From the age of the infants comprehended ih ihe 
bloody edi£l for a general mafTacre in B^hlehemi and 
its precindls, (" two years old and under,") has it been 
conjeflured, that either our Lord was born about two 
years before the execution of that edi6l ^ or^ that Herod 
lived as long after. By the latter claufe of the alterna- 
tive, the refidence in Egypt was two years. It is re- 
plied to both claufes in common, that, from th^ capri- 
cious humour of a defperate tyrant, driven to madnefs 
by difeafes, fury, jealoufy, and the dread of a political 
revolution, no certain conclufion is deducible. Re- 
folved, at any rate, not to permit the efcape of one 
innocent viflim, he extended the terms of the fahguinskry 
mandate to two years and under ; though Jefus, at the' 
time, might be an infant of a few days or weeks. But 
the hypothefis merits a more fpecial and minute exa-^ 
xnination. 

First ; if our Lord were two years old, or tieatly 
fo, at the date of the mandate, his age mud have bden 
more than twelve when he conferred with the doEtott 
in the temple, in the year after the removal of Arche- 
laus ; which year coincides in agronomical and hiito- 
rical conneflion with the taxation levied by Cyrenius; 
Judea having then, and no fooner, become a Roman 
province : for till then^ Herod and Archelaus had paid 
a ftipulated fum into the Roman treafury, as a yearly 
compofition for all the revenues accruing from the 
lands and other property in Judea, Samaria, and 6a« 
lilee. While that regulation was in force, no Ro- 
man officers either did or could impofe taxes on the 

inhabifantff^ 
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inhilbilants individually. Farther) if our Lord's age 
were two years at the date of that edi£l| he vras more 
than 30 yean old in the 15 th of Tiberius^ of tKe 
firft of John's minillry. But this charafler of time 
ftands, and muft ever remain, invariably fixt on the 
infallible bafis both of prophetical and hiftorical evi- 
dence. 

Secondly ; fuppofe Herod to have lived two years 
after the execrable maflacte at Bethlehem, the whole 
chronology of his life, above adjulled by coexiftent 
events, almoft to the exadnefs of a fingle day, is totally 
unhinged ; a compact chain difunited, and the coh&> 
rence of every link violently broken. By what ? — the 
authority of a bold and paradoxical conjedure. 

Finally; in the fpirit of licentious furmife, 
which aflbmes every thing, but proves nothing, be it 
poftukted, in dire£k bppoiition to the teftimony of two 
evangelifts, that Jefus was bom in the fourth year before 
the vulgar era, as ftated by ArchbiOiop Ufher, the confe- 
quences muft be admitted ; fuch as, the crucifixion did 
not fall within the procuratorfhip of P. Pilate, neither 
in the reign of Tiberius Nero ; though that great man 
has protraQed both thefe magiftracies three years be- 
yond their final period, if the computation proceed by 
the true years of the world. 

The feafon of that year, which was fignalized by the 
roanifeftation of Chrift in human nature, is now, if 
poflible, to be afcertained. It has already been (hewn 
that this event, if fixed, as is ufually done, to the 25th, 
and the tragical executions in fo many families at Beth- 

lehemy 
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leheni) to the aSth of December, immediately befote 
the death of Herod, the flight into Egypt was prior 
both to thefe executions, and to the 40ih day of Chrift's 
Hfe, or fecond of February, the time appointed for bin 
prefentation in the temple. It was ia like manner 
fuggeiled, that the time afEgned for the Uaughter o£ 
the innocents, contradifls no report of hiftory, common 
or canonical ; but Aill this concef&on doth not aflert 
the truth of the computation. 

" The times of the birth and paflion of Chrift, with 
fuch like niceties, being not material to religion, wepe 
but little regarded by the Chriftians of the firft age« 
They who began firft to celebrate them, placed them in 
the cardinal points of the year ; as the annunciation of 
the Virgin Mary, on the 25 th of March, which, when 
Julius Caelar correAed the calendar, was the vernal 
equinox*." Whether the primitive fathers, either 
from ignorance of exa^ periods in reckoning, or ffom 
inattention to terms clearly dcfned, or lafUy, from a 
predileflion in favour of ufages, previoufly eftablHbed 
by prefcription, is a frivolous enquiry. Certain it is^ 
that in matters of chronological preciGon, their works^ 
or fragments of them, ftill preferved, do not prove 
them expert, much lefs infallible. The great author 
proceeds : " Neither was there any certain tradition 
about the years of Chrift. For the Chriftians, who 
firft began to enquire into fuch things, as Clemens 
Alexandrinus, Origen, Tertullian, Jul. Africanus, Lac« 

* Sir liaac Kewton on the Prophecies, p. 144* 
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tantius, Jerom, Auflln, Sulp* Severus, and as many a^ 
place the death of Chrift in the 15th or i6th of Tibe- 
rius, make Chrift to have preaclicd but one year, or at 
moft but two." What confidence is due to the arrange- 
ments of thofe men, in other good qualities however 
venerable, who conne£l the time of the paffion witli 
the 15th or 16th of Tiberius ? Yet with juft as little 
defererice to the opinion of the pafTing and fubfequent 
generations, certain authors, of no fubordinate rank in 
the fcale of literary fame, venture to honour, with theif 
fandion, the no lefs abfurd conclufion, that Chrift's 
mlniftry was comprifed within the narrow fpace of one 
or two years. Short indeed was the feafon of his life 
and ufefulnefs. But why circumfcribe both within 9 
compafs difproportionate to his hiftory ? 

In the eaftern churches one feftival only was appro- 
priated to the commemoration of the nativity and cpi* 
phany^ or manifeftation of Chrift to the Gentiles, in 
the perfons of the wife men from the Eaft. The 25th 
December was firft obferved as the anniverfary of the 
incarnation in the weft. The more remote in local 
£tuation, the lefs is the authority of this ufage. But 
thofe of the proteftant churches who adopt it, rather 
confider it as an inftance of conformity to ancient pre-* 
fcription, than exprefs their convidion that the parti* 
cular day, fo obferved, is the true chronological date. 

Whatever be faid as to the time afligned for the 

martyrdom of the babes at Bethlehem, the date of the 

nativity, of the prefentation in the temple, and of the 

^ight into Egypt, muft be placed as much higher as the 
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gofpel hiflory requires, to give conGAency to its partt* 
Forty days are fufEcient ; and this corre£lion9 obvious 
to common fenfe, will conne£l the time of our Lord's 
birth with the 15th November. 

As this alteration is propofed for reQifying the chrp- 
nology, not for introducing innovations in pra£lice^ 
and) as both prophecy and hiftory ar^ filent CQiVP^fning 
the precife day of the event now under invefligation^ 
it may be requifite, with the Chriftian fathers, to prefer 
fome one of the four cardinal points, ki coincidence} 
with fome one prefigurativc fervicc of ^he JewiOi 
church. The Feaft of Booths, both in the contiguity 
of the time, and in the (iroilarity of prefigurativc ce- 
remonies, is the moft probable of all. 

Th £ pafchal lamb, with one of its appendant obfer- 
vances, the oblation of the firft fruits was, asao infallible 
interpreter of the Hebrew ritual affirms, a ftriking 
reprefentation of " Chrift, our paObver, facrificed for 
us, and then rifmg from the dead as the firft fruiti of 
them that flept." The feaft of weeks, kept on the 
50th day from the offering of the firft fruits year by 
year, together with the giving of the law from Sinax^ 
en the fi^rft year of its inflitution, adumbrated the com- 
munication of the Holy Ghoft, in his wonderful ope- 
xations, on the day of Pentecoft, at Jerufalem. In 
both thefe cafes, the antitype realifed every (;ircumftance 
in the types, that of the time not excepted. Scarcely 
is it fuppofable, that the Feaft of Tabernacles had no 
reference to the incarnation of Chrift. Thofc who 
maintain the negative, will be reduced to the abfurdity 

of 
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dT putting a very frigid glofs on a very fignificant allu- 
iibn of an evangelift, " The Word was made flefh, and 
dwelt (cmvftJ^fi', pitched his tent) among us; and 
we beheld his glory/* &c. Exclude the circumftance 
relative to the appointed feafon of this folemnity, the 
analogy is obvious. But conneft it with the reft, the 
encampment, the pillar of fire, a temporary reOdencc 
during a pilgrimage, to which Chrift's natural life was 
nearly equal, the allufion acquires propriety, refemblance, 
Cgnificance, and energy. 

To omit the words of an eminent writer in the paft 
century, than whom few poffcffcd more original ideas, 
and none furpaffed him in the faculty of interpreting 
figurative language, were unpardonable. 

** It is incredible that this prigcipaJ feaft (hould not 
be a type of fome principal thing concerning Chrift, as 
well as the reft ; it being as folemn as either of the 
other two, nay, rather the chief of the three, as having 
a more extraordinary courfe of facrifices than either of 
the other ; yea, one day's more continuance, it having 
eight days. To it nothing but his incarnation and na- 
tivity can be applied \ and it may be the eighth day 
was added, as figuring the time of his circumcifion ♦. 
But it will be objefled, that the birth of Chrift was in 
December; and the feaft of tabernacles was kept the 

• The worthy author might have mentioned another cir- 
cumftance of pre-eminence peculiar to this ordinance. It was 
ufhercd in with the apparatus of a great day of expiation for 
all Ifracl. For the Redeemer a body was prepared, that he 
might be capable of fuffcring for the fins of the world. 

M 2 15th 
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15th of the 7th moothy which anfwered in a manner 
to our September. The interval is three months. In 
anfwer, give me leave to relate^ not my own opinion, 
nor as my own, but that of the moft learned chrono- 
logers ; the fum of which is, that the birth of our Sa- 
viour was at the time of the feaft of tabernacles. For 
firft, it is apparent in the primitive church was neither 
certainty nor agreement about the time of our Lord's 
nativity, as Clemens of Alexandria witneiTeth ; and 
himfelf faith, that thofe who enquire more exa£Uy, do 
aHign the 25 th May. Others afligned other times, as 
Epiphanius witnefleth, 40Q years almoft after Chrift : 
fo long, therefore, there was no certainty. After the 
time of Conitantine, the day we now obferve wai 
chofen, and firft in the Latin church ; but not in the 
Greek till the days of Chryfofiom, who made an ora* 
tion, yet extant, upon the firft obferving of this day» 
which he fays they then received from the Latin 
church. If any would know, after fo much uncer- 
tainty of opinion, how they came at laft to refolve 
upon this day, they will tell you, that it was upon a 
falfe fuppofal, and a miflaken ground, &c.*" 

From hiftory and analogy every probability indicates 
the autumnal equinox, and the feaft of tabernacles in 
the year of the Julian Period 4709, or the 749th of 
the Varronian era. On thefe principles eafy it were 

• Jofcph Medc's Works, p. a66. Thofe who defire to ob- 
tain fuller biftorical informHtion, may perufe the feqiiel of this 
author's argument, or Bedford's Chrooology, p# 4x6*— 4zSf« 

to 
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to bring the fubje£l to the teft of calculation. But 
minutenefs is hot here affe^led. By this computation 
the age of Chrifl, at the time of Herod's death, was 
fix months, the diftance between the oppofite equi- 
noxes. 

A TERM, or firft point in reckoning, either aflumed 
or discovered, will be fubfervient to a juft arrangement 
of hiftorical events, from this era of the nativity to the 
demife of Tiberius. 

7. Archelaus. 
His acceffion may be dated from the vacancy of 
the throne, about the 20th of March. Jofephus, in 
one paflage, afligns nine years to the duration of 
his government, in another, ten*. In each is related 
a dream concerning ears of com eaten by oxen, the 
numbers of both being exprefled with the like va- 
riation. That fingular dream, with its interpreta- 
tipn by Simon the JEffene, who faid it prefaged the 
length of his reign, Archelaus reported to his friends 
fjjrac time before his removal to Rome. But the no- 
tations of time, as contradi<3ory, are indecifive. Other 
felf-confiftent dates, however, occur in the fame au- 
thor, and in favour of the larger number, i . In the 
Hiftory of his own Life + he relates, that his father, 
Matthias, was born in the tenth of Archelaus* gp- 
vcmment. 2. That in the currency of that year, not 
only the chiefs of the people in Samaria and Judea, but 

« War. ii. 7. 3. ; and Ant. xvi. 13. a. f Sc^ioa i. 

M 5 even 
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even his own brothers, preferred a complaint againft 
him, of tyranny, and other inftances of maladminillfa* 
tion, at Csfar's tribunal ; who difpatched a meflenger 
to apprehend his perfon, and condud him to Rome ^. 
Thefe orders being executed, Archelaus was tried, 
found guilds and fent into exile at Vienne in Gaul. 
The time fpent in tranfmitting the complaint of griev- 
ances, in the voyage of the meflenger, in his retura 
vrith the prifoner, and in the formalities of his trialy 
may fairly be fuppofed to have taken up the remainder 
of that year. 3. That Philip, the brother of Archelaus, 
died in the aoth of Tiberius, after he had been tetrarch 
of Gaulonitis, and other principalities, 37 years+. The 
Coth of Tiberius is computed from th^ death of Au- 
guflus, and ends in the year after the crucifi>tion, pre- 
cifely 37 years from the death of Herod, wanting four 
days, and 27 after the banifhment of Archelaus : — all 
which notations evince, that the length of his reign 
was ten full years, ending in the. nth of our t'Ord^s 
life, and 7th of the vulgar era. 

$. Procurators in Judea from Arch thus (0 the Death of 
Tiberius, 

Their number, and years of magifiracy, are col- 
]e£led froix; Jbfephus and Prideauz. 

Coponms - • a Brought forward 6 

Marcus Ambivin^ 3 Valerius Gratus 11 

/^nnius Rufus » i Pontius Pllate r ip 

6 :Z7 

f Ant. Xvii, 15. ». f Ant. xriii. 4. 6. 

Thi? 
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This fum is the interval from the bani(hment of Arche- 
bus to the death of Tiberius Nero, in the year after 
the crucifixion. But it is requifite to fpecify a few of 
<he interrtiediate events, coincident with certain events 
of our Lord's life. 

9. Conflfcation of Archilaus* EJlatt. 

•• JuDEA was added to the province of Syria, and 
Auguftus fent Cyrenius *, who had been invefied with 
the dignity of a confuT, to levy a tax in Syria, and fell 
the houfe of Archelaus. With him he fent alfo Co- 
ponius, of the equeftrian order, to have fupreme power 
over the Jews, even that of capital punilhment, with- 
out reference or appeal to the emperor, as had till now 
been the ufual praftice, in the 37 th year of Cefar's 
vidory over Antony at Aftium t. This author often 
eharaderifes the date of the fame event, both by car- 
dinal and ordinal numbers. From the battle at A£lium 
to the procuratorftiip of Coponius, excluding both, the 
interval is full 37 years, being the 38th of Auguflus's 
reign, the twelfth of our Lord's age, the firfl sifter 
the degradation of Archelauis. In that year, at the 
time of the paffovcr, which was the 12th return of 
that fefiival from his own nativity, and alfo from 
the deceafe of Herod, Jefus was found in the tem* 
pie, fitting am6ng the doftors,^ both hearing their 
communications, and a(king them qucAions. Jofephuf 

• Quirinus, Luke, ii. 1. 

f Ant. xvil. 13. I. xviii. 1. i. and ch, ii. i. War. if. %. t. 
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ahanK^erifes the acceflion of Archelaus, and an evan* 
gelift the firft of Coponius, without naming him> by 
one common criterion — A passover ; — and thusi 
without a fra£lional part of time, is the intermediate 
^pace defined. 

In the fame chapter, and in the fame year, the fame 
evangelift mentions the firft adual taxation in Judea, 
which thj^n, and no fooner, was united with (he pr^fi- 
dency of Syria, but under ^ diftinfi procurator ♦, That 
tax, efpecially from the manner of colle6ling it, by Ro- 
man oflSc^rs, from houfe to houfe, was, at the very time, 
extremely unpopular: and hence publicans were pro- 
verbially claffed with the worft 0} ftnneru Jofephus 
relates the tumultuary meafures of ludas, the ring- 
leader qf that fa£lion| and refers to this particular 
year : ** In his [Coponius'} adminiflrat ion, Judas, a Gali- 
lean, prevailed with his countryme^p to revolt, and faid, 
thofe who would endure to pay the Romans a tax, and 
would, after God, fubmit .to the domination of mortal 
men, were cowards t." The diftradjons whjph on 
that occafion embroiled the tetrarchies in Palefline, 
were not foon forgotten. After the lapfe of 25 years, 
Gamaliel appealed to them as memorable and recent 
faQs, and as examples of oppofition alike unjuflifiable 
^nd abortive : " Aft^r him (Theudas) rofe up Judas 10 
Galilee, in the days of the taxings and drew away 
puch people after him : he alfo periflied : and all| 
even at many as obe}'ed him, were difperfed :f .'* 

# J*uke, ii. a-»4»« t W*r, vjii. a. i. J h&B^ v. %f. 

" "That 
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V That the Ccnfus in the end of Hcrod*s reign 
0iould have produced no difturbances may feem flrange, 
>irhen it is remembered that the fubfequent enrolment 
under Cyrenius occafioned the fedition of Judas. But 
the temper of a nation js not always the fame. Much 
depends on the wifdom and addref;^ of thofe who are 
at the head of aSFairs. Herod was himfelf a man of 
extraordinary abilities, and had officers under hiqfi dex* 
trous in managing the humours of a multitude ; and 
therefore it cannot be thought ftrange, that the enrol- 
ment in his reign (hould have been tamely fubmitted to, 
while th^t which Quirinus made after Archelaus's ba« 
niibment threw the nation into fuch confufion*." 

Of the infurredion r^ifed by Judas, Joibphus gives 
this account : " All forts of mifchiefs fprang from thefe 
men [Judas and his fa£lion]. One violent war came 
upon the back of another, and we loft our friends who 
i^fed to alleviate our pains. There were alfo very great 
robberies and murders of our principal men. This was 
done indeed on pretence for the public welfare, but in 
reality from the hope of gain to themfelves. Hence 
firofe feditions and murders, which fometimes fell oa 
jtheir own people and fometimes on their enemies +." 

* Macpigbt^ Chron. Diflcrt. i. p. 75. f Act. xviii. u u 
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CHAP. III. 
Chronology of Augustus Cesar^ 

I. Hii Birth. 

QUETONIUS connefks the nativity of this famoui 
^ pcvfonage, with the 74th September, in the confu^ 
bte of M. Tullius Cicero and C. Antonius, the year 
of Catihnc'S confpiracy, and confequently in the 691ft 
of the Varronian era *. This date is confifAied by 
two authentic notations; the one in Tacitus +, who 
has preferved a curious remark of the populace at thd 
very time of his death:}:;—" That the fame day of the 
year was the firfl of his magiftracy, and the laft of hi< 
life :" — the other is taken from the fame Suetonius, 
who aCims in the life of 0£lavius §, that he invaded 

* D. 0<5tav. cap, 5. This author mentions a different date, 
tfiough of the fame year ; but as a vulgar tradition, and reft- 
ing on the authority of an aftrologer, P. Nigidius — the 13th 
Dciicmber;— that very night when the fenatc was deliberating 
on the fate of the conf^irators, cap. 94. But the place and 
manner of mentioning this report ihews, that this judicious 
writer repeated it, with no fmall diegree of academic faith. 

t Annal. |. cap. 9, J X9th Aug. § Cap. a6. 

the 
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the confulate in the 20th year of bis life. With this 
arrangement Patercolus, a contemporary writer, agrees, 
and is more determinate. ^^ He entered on his confulate 
when he wanted but one day to complete his 20th year*/' 
and ** that this was 72 years before the confulate of 
Marcus Vinicius," A. U. C. 783. Hence deduft 72, 
the furplus 711 is the true t^rm. All thefe notations 
are in exa£k harmony, except that in Tacitus. 

2. His fir/1 Cen/iilate. 

This date is already afcertained. It only remains 
to be obferved, that the eafe and perfpicuity of comr 
putation require that his magiftracy be fuppofed to 
commence about 18 months earlier, from the aiTafii^ 
nation of the firfl Caefar on the 15th March 710^ 
Thus the confulfhip of Julius and Antony, and that of 
Hirtius and Panfa, for a part of the next y^ar, are fur 
perfeded. This is the reckoning of Jofephus, and acr 
cords much better with Che chronological chara£lers iq 
the gofpels. 

3. fits A^i and "Death, 

This fubjeft of difquifition has likewife been in part 
^ticipated. A few points are briefly to be retouched, 
with additional remarks. If the time of his death can, 
with certainty, be difcovered, the dedu£lion of a fmall 
tfuantity, both from his life and reign, will be requifite 
fmd necelfary. 

•J- ii 6i. 

Suetonius 
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Suetonius fuggefts one circumftance, (generally 
omitted by the other hiftorians), fubfervient to this dif- 
covery. *« A law having been paffed, on a motion 
from the confulsy appointing Tiberius to be joined with 
Auguftus in the adminiftration of certain provinces, 
and in the celebration of the next luftrum, and this 
laft folemnity having been finiihed, Tiberius inflantly 
fet out for Illyricum, one of thofe provinces committed 
to his government ; and Auguftus accompanied him 
part of the way, but died before his return to Rome*." 

This criterion of time, though defedive, Oiows that 
Auguftus died a wtry (hort fpace after the exhibition of 
a luftrum. But Livy fupplies this dek€t +. " In the 
Varronian year of Rome 450, it is faid that Q. Fabiut 
Maximus, the cenfor, inftituted the folemn proceflion 
of the Roman knights, of which the anniverfary is the 
15th July." The ceremony is thus defcribcd by a late 
author : ** Every fifth year the Equites rode up to the 
Cenfor, feated in his curate chair, before the capitol, and 
difmounting, led along their horfes in their hands before 
him, and in this qaanper were reviewed J." Auguftus, 
by every account, died on the 19th Auguft, A. U. C. 
766, or 35 days after the luftrum, and according to 
Suetonius, juft as many before the conclufion of his 
76th year§. 

Usher, Prideaux, and others, conne£l his deceafe 
with the number of the Julian Period 4727, coincident 

• Vita. Tib. Neronis, cap. ii. f Lib. ix. 46. 

I Dr. Adams's Roman Antiquities, p. a8. 
^ D. Oday. Aug. cap. xoo. 

with 
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with the Varronian year 767. This date is brought 
too low by one year : for, by the computation of Sue* 
tonius, 766— 691 zi 7 5, leaves but 75 for the age of 
this emperor, and the laft incomplete. Thus one year 
mud be retrenched from his life. The rotations of 
the luftrum are an infallible chara3er of time, from the 
very date of the inftitution, in the firft of Servius Tul- 
Hus, Ann. Varron. 176. This fum deduft from 766, 
and the diSFerence, 590, divided by 5, quotes 118 luftra, 
without a remainder. Though this folemnity was 
omitted for 16, or even 40 years occafionally, never 
did one deviation happen from the regular returns of 
this circulating period. 

Two years muft alfo be deduced either from this, 
or from the fubfequent reign ; for, if 56 full years be 
afligned to the one, and 23 to the other, the interval^ 
from the flaughter of Julius to the death of Tiberius, is 
79 years ; which exceed the truth by two. For a rea» 
fon, afterwards to be produced, the reign of Auguflut 
rouft be abridged. 

4. Decree of Enrolment at Bethlehem. 
" It came to pafs, in thofe days, (of Herod's reign), 
that a decree went forth from Cefar Auguftus, that 
ALL the WORLD fhould be taxed*." In the Roman 
phrafeology all /A/ world was a term equivalent to 
thethen widely-extended empire of that people. But 
provifion having been made by a conflitutional ordinance^ 

• Luke, ii. X. 

(the 
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(the cenfusy about fix centuries before), for fixing ihfi 
public revenues, in proportion to the private property 
of the fubjefts ; no particular decrees for that purpofe 
occur in former periods, much lefs at that time. Au«- 
guftus indeed celebrated, during his long reign, three 
notable luftra, each at the diftance of 20 years, at the 
ufual times, and not in virtue of an extraordinary fta- 
tute. In the firft Auguftus prefided together with 
Mark Agrippa, Ann. Varr. 726 ; in the other alone^ 
746 ; in the third with Tiberius Nero, 766 ♦. But 
the monumental infcriptions marked on thofe occafions^ 
and ftill extant, declare the quality of the perfons en- 
rolled and taxed ; — Roman citizens ; (cenfa funt ci- 
vium Romanorura capita.) Befides, none of all the 
three years can, by any rcafonable computation, be 
brought to agree with the time of Chrift's nativity. 

It may be furmifed that the provinces, either all or 
fome of their numbers, might be enrolled, at leaft at 
times diftinft from that of the national census. Sur- 
mifes are not evidence. As to any general furvey of 
the provinces, during this interval of 4.0 years, hiftory 
is entirely filent: and every prefumption induces the 
belief that the decree to which the evangelift refers, 
was re{lri6led to Herod's dominions ; for as the Romans 
denominated the empire by the title of Totus Terrarum 
Orbisy the WHOLE WORLD, fo the facred writers 
called the land of Palefline, lia^a OiKiHJ.tr/\y an expreflion 
equivalent to iht whole country of Judea, Samaria, and Ga- 

* Suet. Odtav. Aug, cap. »7, 

lilee. 
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liloe. Thus much for the terms. But docs the prefumption 
now fuggefted reft or? the bafis of hiftorical probabiHty? 
Herod's country, about three years before his 
death, was very much infefted by a powerful body of 
Trachonitifh robbers, who had been encouraged in their 
^predations by one Syllaeus, the deputy of Obodas, 
kixig of Arabia Petraeaj an ally of the Roman empire- 
With a miliury force Herod paffed over into that 
country, and put to death numbers of the invaders, 
\n^t found the main body in a fortrefs, (granted them by 
Syll^us), where they were inacceflible. After this un* 
fuccef^ful expedition, the exafpcratcd thieves, having 
acquired an acceffion of force from S) llacus, made a 
fre(h irruption into Judea and Celefyria, in their pro- 
grefs l3ying wafte the country and villages. Herod 
applied for redrefs to the goverriors of Syria. By their 
mediation Syllsi^us agreed to compromife matters, and 
alfo to pay a debt of 60 talents formerly borrowed 
from Herod, within 30 days. Without performing 
any part of his engagements Syllaeus went to Rome, 
with a complaint againft Herod, as carrying on unpro- 
voked hoiliiities with the Arabians. Aqguilus giving 
implicit credit to this report, exprefied his refentment 
in a letter to Herod, fetting forth, in terms more acri*^ 
monious than moderate, << That formerly he had aded 
towards him as a friend, but thenceforth would treat 
him 9s a dependant." By a happy conjundlure of in- 
cidents, Herod proved the falfehood of the whole charge 
at the emperor's tribunal^and fo effefled a reconciliation*. 
• Jof. Ant. XYi. chap. ix. p. 16. 

Here 
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Here feems to be a very natural account of t£d 
diecree in its caufe and origin. Auguftus, in the firft 
tranfport of indignation, having formed the refolution of 
reducing Herod to the abje£l condition of a vaflal, bad^ , 
as a previous flep, emitted an edi3 for the furvey of his 
dominions. But that ferment of difpleafure fubfidiogf 
and after fome time the innocence of Herod being vin- 
dicated, he forbofe his refentment; and though the 
furvey had been executed, its eSe£l8 were fufpefided. 
This reconciliation took place in the 34th of Herod'i 
reign, and only a few months before his death. In this 
(hort interval (and neither fooner nor later) is the en- 
rolment at Bethlehem to be fought and found. 

History farther reportjs, **That in the reign of 
Auguflus, an enrolment was made in Judea, by Sentius 
Saturninus *." This cenfus could be no other than the 
AVcyfOLffif enrolment^ in the evangelift. In both the 
name of the emperor is expreffed, and the whole world 
or land is reftriSed to Judea. Tertullian adds the name 
of the Roman commiflioner. Saturninus fucceeded 
Agrippa, as prefident of Syria, in the 26th of Herod's 
reign, computed from the defeat or death of Antigonus^ 
Of hisintermcddling,either by authority or other\^'ife,with 
the afiairs of the Jews, not one veftige occurs in hiftory 
prior to bis concern in the litigation between Herod 
and SyUaeus. He is next mentioned as a judge, in the 
trial of Herod's fons by Mariamne f , in the fecond year 

• Cenfus adus fub Augufto, in Judea, per Sentium Satur- 
^loum. Tertull. Contra Marcion. Lib. iv. 19. 
t Ant»xvi*ii. 3. 

before 
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before their father's death : and the very year of that 
death he was fuperfeded by the appointment of Quin- 
tilius Varus, his fucceflbr in the province of Syria, It 
has been fhown that the decree for the enrolment was 
not iflued before the Varronian year 748 ; and it is now 
certain, from fundry explicit notations of time, tha^ it 
could not be executed bySaturninus after 749. It 
muft therefore have been executed at Bethlehem, about 
the time of the autumnal equinox, the true hiAorical 
date of our Lord's nativity ♦. 

• ** In this matter were tv^o dift'ndl particular aftions done 
at diftin^ and different times, the jur^vey and the Uvy. In 
Luke, ii. I. the former is to be underftood, and in verfe fecond 
the latter. This reconciles that evangclift with Jofcphus.from 
whom it is manifeft that Cyrenius was not governor of Syria, 
and levied no tax upon Judea, till after Archelaus was dcpofcd, 
and that country brought under a procurator, which was above 
eleven years after the decree for the fum/ey. If therefore the 
fecond verfe of the fecond chapter be fo rendered as to imply 
the Inying of the tax, according to the defcriptim mentioned in 
the former verfe, was firft executed, this will remove all difiR- 
cultles, and the text can well bear this interpretation.*' Prid. 
P. ii. p. 507. The more full confidcration of this matter if 
rcferved fi>r its proper place. 
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CHAP. IV. 

Chronology ^Tiberius Nero. 

TT^OR the date of his birth Suetonius afligns three 
-^ diftinfi and fucceflive years, chara£lerifed by as 
many pairs of conTuls ; — iflmilius Lcpidus and Mu- 
natius Plancus, Aulus Hirtius and Vibius Panfa, Servi- 
lius Ifauricus and Lucius Antonius ; — correfponding 
to the Varronian years 711, 712, 713. With this 
author Tacitus and Dion Caflius agrecy in the report 
that he died in his 78th year. If the laft were in- 
complete A. U. C. 787, and 711 be fubdufled, he died 
before the end of his 76th. Either therefore his birth 
mull be anticipated, or his life protra£led two years. 

It muft occur to the reader's recolleflion, that all 
the Roman hiftorians, not excepting even thofe who 
admit a part of Nero's reign to have been common to 
that of his predeceflbr, aflign to both a period of 79 
or 80 years, from the premature and tragical death of 
Julius. The time of the partnerlhip in empire was 
two years. Let thefe be retrenched, and then the 78th 
of Nero will coincide with 787 in March. Evident it 
the abfurdity of dating his birth from 711, and pro- 
longing 
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longing hi8 reign to 789. For thus our Lord was not 
crucified in the procuratorfhip of Pontius Pilate, as all 
the evangclifts tcftify ; neither in the reign of Tiberius, 
as Tacitus relates ; but in that of Caligula. 

Th e next fubje£l of difquifition is the two- fold date 
of this reign. Certain it is that he returned from his 
laft expedition in Germany, and, befides other honours, 
had a fplendid triumph, in the confulate of Germanicus 
Cefar and Fonteius Capito, A. U. C. 765. Among 
other honours on that occafion conferred, one was, an 
equal authority and power in the admin iflration of cer- 
tain provinces with Auguftus. On the 19th of Auguft 
766, he became fole emperor by the death of his col- 
league. The queftion now is, from which of thefe 
dates is his fifteenth year, that much celebrated chrono- 
logical charader in the gofpel hiftory, to be computed i 
Every criterion of hiftorical truth efiablifties the for- 
mer. From the laft year of Auguftus's fole admini- 
ftration in 764, dedu£l the year of the firft Cefar't 
aflaflination, 710, the remainder, 54, brings forward the 
reckoning to the 2oth March 765, the very point whence 
the government of Tiberius is here fuppofed to com- 
mence ; and 765+15=780, makes the 16th March 
the firft day of his 15th year, or the 70th from the 
Daughter of Julius. This unufual term of computation 
for the (hort interval from the rife of the Roman mo^ 
narchy, to the death of the fecond emperor, is chofen, 
from no afteflation of fingularity, or merely for the 
fake of controverting the truth of arrangements, 
N 2 which 
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which prefcription has made familiar. The author^s 
fole motive is the application of a regulating meafurc 
from the firfl to the 78th Julian year; — a meafure 
precifely equal to the natural life of Tiberius, with the 
dedu£Uon of eight months, without defed or furplus. 
In this fpace Auguftus began, under the limitations 
abovementioned, his reign of 54. years on the i6th 
March ; and on the fame day, in the rotation of years, 
that of Tiberius, comprehending 23 years, both began 
and ended. A ted of fo much ufe and certainty, 
though obvious even to fuperficial readers, has unac-^ 
countably been overlooked by the moll penetrating 
critics in chronoiog}', and efcaped the refearches of all 
the Harmonlfls. 

To prevent, however, the cenfureof innovation, let 
the acceflion of Nero, in the life-time of Auguftus, be 
reckoned (only one year before the d^mife of the lat- 
ter) from the 20tb Auguft 765, and let 14 be added, 
the operation denotes tlie 19th Ai^uft 779 ; and by 
this flatement of terms the 15th of his reign terminated 
the 20th Auguft 780. At the time of the preceding 
vernal equinox, the word of God came to John in the 
wildcrnefs- This computation is jufl, but lefs.perfpi- 
cuous. For the expofitort of the gofpel havkjig gene- 
rally referred the death of Herod to November, (about 
eight months after its true aftronomical date), computed 
the reigns^ both of Archelaus and of Nero from a too ad- 
vanced feafon of the year. But all thefe notations 
being brought nearly to the beginning of either the 
7 Romao 
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Roman or Hebrew year, computation proceeds in an 
orderly feries from one common point, exhibiting, as in 
a proceffion, perfonages and incidents. 

John the Baptift's miniftry is a notable era both in 
prophecy and hiftory. Then began the 70th week, to 
which was aflfigned the work of confirming the covenant 
with" many during its currency. In the middle of the 
fame week was the Mod Holy to be anointed, the fa-* 
crifice and oblation to ceafe ; and at its expiration, the 
Mefliah to be cut off. 

This pracle, with refpeft to the order of the events 
foretold, derives abundant elucidation from hiftory. 
For inftance: " The beginning of the gofpcl of 
Jefus Chrift the Son of God ; as it is written in the 
prophets, Behold I fend my meffenger — the voice of 
one crying in the wildernefs *." «< All the prophets, 
and the law, propheficd until John +." To that word, 
*< which was preached through all Judea, and began from 
Galilee, after the baptifm, which John preached," the 
apoftles refened their hearers: and their dodrine in 
fubftance was, <* How God anointed Jefus of Nazareth 
with the Holy Ghoft, and with power, &c. :}:** 

That the conunencement of John's miniftry might 
be tranfmitted to fubfequent generations, with various 
difcriminating chara£lers of the time, the evangelift 
defcribes it by no lefs than fix biftorital notations, then 
univerfally known, and fiill extant in the annals of that 
age ; i. thc' 15th of Tiberius Cefar ; 2. the procura- 

• Mark, i. 1—3. f Mat. xi. X3. } A£tt, x. 37, 3S. 
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tor(hip of Pontius Pilate ; 3. the tetrarcby of Herod 
Antipas in Galilee, the fame who put John the Baptift 
to death ; 4. of Herod Philip in Iturea and Trachonitis, 
diftind names for the fame principality. Thefe were 
fons of Herod the Great, and brothers of Archelaus, to 
whom were afligned the parts of his dominions already 
mentioned. That Antipas was living in this year is 
certain ; for John, fome time after, reproved him for 
having taken his brother Philip's wife, who was flill 
living. Thus is evinced the coexiftence of Antipas 
and Philip at the time fpecificd: 5. the tetrarchy of 
Lyfanias in Abilene, a province of Caelefyria ; 6. the 
conjunQ pontificate of Annas and Caiaphas, 

It is here requifite and neceffary to afcertain every 
criterion fubfervient to the diftinclion of the two terms, 
whence the acceffion of Tiberius is to be reckoned. 

In the firft year common to the two emperors, 
M. Ambivius was procurator in Judea ; in the fecond^ 
A. Rufus. No fooner was Auguftus dead than Tibe* 
sius removed Rufus, and gave that truft to Valerius 
Gratus. His commiflion laded 11 years, (as in page 
92), and confequently expired with the appointment of 
his fucceflbr P. Pilate, in the 1 3th of Tiberius. Count 
forwaijd the 10 years of Pilate's refidence in Judea ; 
13-1-10=23. .But if this reign commenced with the 
procuratorihip of Gratus, it did not exceed 21, and the 
laft year incomplete ; for the emperor died after a reign 
of 20 years and one day. The evangelift, for all thefe 
reafons, counted from the joint adminiftration, accord- 
ing to the ufage of that age, which, in fimilar cafes, 

obtains 
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oWaiiis every where. The firft of Pilate's procurator- 
(hip was confequently the 15th of Tiberius. Had he 
been invefted with the imperial dignity but one year 
fooner, the word of God mull have come to John, 
the fon of Zacharias, in the wildernefs, Valerius Gra- 
tus being then governor of Judea. Such is the preci- 
fion, fuch the infallible certainty of the chronological 
notations in the gofpel. This evangelift has marked 
one decifive circumftance, which correds all the Roman 
hiftorians, as to the true interval from the aflaflination 
of Julius Cefar, to the 15th of Tiberius Nero, the laft 
included ; — it is 69, not 71 years : and thus is rcftified 
the chronology of the Auguflan age. 

The beginning of the gofpel is charaQerifed, laftly, 
l^ a conjunfl pontificate — that of Annas and Caiaphas. 
—This criterion is no lefs determinate. Valerius 
Gratus, about two years before, had removed this Annas 
from the high-priefthood, and fubftituted Simon. Now 
Pontius Pilate reftored Annas, and permitted Jofeph 
Caiaphas, his fon-ia-law, to officiate as his colleague. 
This was the firft year of their joint miniftration, and 
both prefided at our Lord's trial, in the year of the cru- 
cifixion. 

The 15th of Tiberius, A. U. C. 779, was the 30th 
of our Lord's life. By infallible notes of time his na- 
tivity is fixed to the Feaft of Tabernacles 749 ; and 
the lets fum taken from the greater, 30 is the remainder; 
fo that at the time of the oppofite cardinal point, in 
this year, hii age was precifely 29 yean fix months. 
N4 Jt 
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It has been pbjeded, that Jefus began to be about 36 

years old at his baptifm ^. 

It muft indeed be admitted^ that this date is men- 
tioned in immediate connexion with that part of the 
hi (lory. Hence fome of the Harmony- writers contend, 
that our Lord was baptifed in the firft year of his fore- 
runner's miniflry ; others that his age, in the 15th in 
Tiberius, was but 26. But a very moderate degree of 
attention to the evangelift's method of arranging his 
gofpel will detect the fallacy of both conjeflures. The 
author exhibits, in one orderly feries, the different 
parts of the fame fubjeft ; and then introduces another, 
which he profecutes in the fame manner ; for example : 
he opens his narrative with an account, firll of the Bap- 
tift's nativity, then of his Lord ; and under either head 
notes the extraordinary circumftances relative to both. 
After a very concife view of a very few incidents, in 
the private life of either perfonage, he proceeds to the 
public character of each, and in the fame order. In 
the third chapter the miniftry of John is briefly de- 
f(pribed from verfe i to 22, inclufively, where the bap- 
tifm of Chrift is mentioned, in conneflion with an 
advanced ftage of that miniftry. Hence a tranCtion 
to another part of the general fubjed ; — the perfonal 
miniftry of Chrift, the notation of whofc age he brings 
into coincidence with the laft-noentioned date, to which 
by a retrofpedive view, he virtually recalls the atten- 

• Luke, ill. II— aj. 

tion 
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tion of his readers, who, without violating the conti* 
guity of coexiftent events, may confider the concifc ac- 
count of John's miniflry as a parenthcfis. Such then 
are two dates in juxta-pofition. " It came to pafs, in 
the 15th year of Tiberius Cefar, that the word of God 
came to John, the fon of Zacharias, in the wildemefs ; 
and Jefus himfelf began to hcabout 30 years of age, being, 
as was fuppofed, the fon of Jofeph," &c. The evangelift 
could not, with more precifion, have defined Chrift*s 
age, at the time of the vernal equinox in that yeart 
except he had chofen to write 29 years fix months^* 

Annalists are confined to the order of time, and 
fo exhibit fragments of hiftory. The hifiorian, col-* 
ieding parts, unites them with Ikill, rejefling every 
thing incoherent, diflimilar, or fuperfluous, and fo 
frames one perfeft and well-proportioned whole. In 
this method of hiftorical compofition, the evangelift 
exhibited a model for Suetonius, who, in his lives of 
the Cefars, " propofes to prefent the feveral parts dif-* 
tin£lly, and not in the order of time, but to combine 

• The author would, with no kfs latisfadtion than jufticc, 
have acknowledged his obligation to any of the critics, m 
whofe works he expected to find this coexiftence of time and 
numbers. At a very probable conjecture, little ihort of cer- 
tainty, his lingular opinion is fubmitted to difceming jadgct« 
Tho|/critic8, if any fuch be, who will affirm, that at the 
time of his baptifm the age of Jefus did not exceed 30 years, 
muft on the (ame grounds maintain, that his baptifm was iub« 
fequent to the imprifonment of John, which, in the order of 
things, is recorded as a pnor tranfaAion. 

things 
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things of like nature* that he might avoid confu- 
Son*." 

If to A. U. C. 779, the 15th of Nero, and 3Dth 
ef Jefus Chrift, 3I years be' added, the reckoning is 
continued to the autumnal equinox 783, the 19th and 
34th of Nero and Chrift refpeftively. This is the true 
date of his baptifm, to which fucceeded his temptations 
in the wildernefs ; and then commenced his miiiiflry in 
tlic year of the 30th jubile from the partition of Ca- 
naan. All thefe direft evidences from hiftory and pro- 
phecy, refute as idle furmifes the pofjtions of archbifhop 
Ufher, that Jefus vrzs baptifed in the firft of John's 
miniflry, that he fpent three years in private life, and 
then began to preach and confirm his do£lrine by mira- 
cles. This train of arbitrary and incoherent arrange- 
ments disjoins events, which all the evangelifts combine 
in comely order and continuous fucceflTion. 

To prevent every fufpicion of fo long an interval, 
the recefs into the defert is connefled with the baptifm' 
at Jordan. " Immediately the fpirit driveth him 
into the wildernefs, where he was tempted 40 daysf." 

Jesus having fuddenly difappeared, the priefts and 
kvites at Jerufalem, impatient to know whither he ha4 
retired, and anxious to learn what was his true cha- 
rader, fent a deputation to the Baptift, who was ftill 
continuing his miniftrations about Bethabara ^. The 

• Partfs fxeqiiar figlllatim, ncque per teippora, fed per fpc- 
dcs ; quo diftinAius dcmonftrari cognofcique pofTint. 0<ftaT. 
€ftp q, 

\ Mark,!, it. % John, i 19. 

timft 
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time of this conference with the deputies may, with 
every circumftance of probability, be referred to the 
lapfe of the 40 days nearly. For the next day, (after 
the return of the meffengers), John feeing Jefus com- 
ing unto him, gave a frefh atteflation to his chaia&er, 
as the Lamb of God, fent with authority ^nd a fpecial 
commiflion, to take away the fms of the world. 

Again the next day after, John, in the prefence of 
^wo of his difciples, feeing Jefus as he walked, repeated 
his honourable teftimony. Thefe difciples, (the one 
Andrew the brother of Peter, and the other vtery 
probably John the Evangel! ft, who feldom records hit 
own name), defirous of an interview, followed Jefus, 
and abode with him that day. 

O:^ the following day, Jefus, on his way to Galileci 
found Philip and Nathaniel, and having with the other 
two arrived at Cana, on the third day after the inter- 
view with Philip, or the 6th after the return from the 
wilderne(s, and the 46th from his baptifm at Jordan, 
THERE he turned the water into wine. ** This be- 
ginning of MIRACLES did Jefus in Cana of Galilee, 
and manifefted forth his ghry, and his difciples bdieved 
pn him *." 

*< After this he went down to Capernaum, he, and 
his mother, and his brethren, and his difciples; and they 
continued thnv not many dayst." This very fliort 
Ipace of time, with the intermediate occurrences, the 
other evangelifts pafs over in filence. Luke, however, 

• John, i. 19—51. and ch. ii. 11. f Ch. li. i». 

recordf 
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tecords the events in the exaft order of time, fubrequent 
to the departure from Capernaum. « When the devil 
had ended all his temptation he departed from him for 
a feafon : and Jefus returned in the power of the fpirit 
into Galilee, and a fame of him went out through all 
the region round about *.'* « And he came to Naza- 
reth, where he had been brought up, and, ^s his cuftom 
was, went into the fynagogue on (Saturda)') the fab- 
bath-day, and flood up for to read. The book of the 
prophet Efaias was delivered unto him ; and when he 
had opened the book +, he found the place where it was 
written. The fpirit of the Lord is upon me, becaufe he 

* From fundry notations in the context, it is obvious that 
fevcral incidents, not here recorded, did intervene before our 
Lord's vifit to Nazareth, when his renown had, in a very fhort 
time, rpread far and wide. The honourable report concerning 
bim was not a <word (xo>^) imparted by one individual to ano- 
ther, neither a rumour in a narrow corner, (Luke, vii. 7 — 17) 5 
but fume (anon). Mat. iv. 14. (tt/xu) Luke, iv. 14. Rumor eft 
paucoram, fama omnium. Whence couM this fame rife, but 
from his firft (ignal miracle at Cftna ? That he had likcwifc 
done nAiracles at Capernaum is unequivocally intimated, verfc 
14, *< Ye will furely fay unto me this proverb, Phyfician, heal 
thyfclf: whatfoevcr we have heard done in Capernaum, do 
alfo here in itj country/* Such indired references to prior 
trcnts are t»f effentMl ufe in alfccrteining hiftorical order. 
From the context it is likewHe certain, ^at Chrift manifefted 
forth his glory by (lupeadous exertions of fupernatural power, 
before he fpake, as never man did by his do^rinc. He deli- 
vered his firft fermon at Nazareth, but there he worked no 
Vniracles. 

t nTv£i« T9 /5J'x#0T, unfolded the little volume, which, perhaps, 
contained JEfaias' prophecy. 

alone 
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alone hath anointed me to preach the gofpcl to the poor, 
— to preach the acceptable year of the Lord. He then 
clofed the book i gave it again to the miniftcr, and fat 
down -.—the eyes of all in the fynagogue were faftened on 
him."— After an expreflive paufe, « He began to fay 
unto them. This day is this fcripture {v r^apyi uum} 
fulfilled in your cars. All bare him witnefs, and won- 
dered at the gracious words which proceeded out of his 
mouth ♦ +.'' 

The 

• Luke, iv. 13. la. 

t Never prophet with equal folemnity or more efFedt opened 
his commiffion. It has already, and more than once been 
(hewn, that the 4.th, not the firft of John's miniftry, and at the 
end of the 6rft fix months in that year, about the time of the 
autumnal equinox, was the true date of ChriU's baptifoi. It 
has alfo been fhewn that the fame year was not only fabbatical, 
but the 30th jubile from the partition of Canaan. Extremely 
fngid, not to fay violent, is the arrangement in the Annals', 
where the firR appearance of John on thd banks of Jordan, th« 
baptifm of his Lord, the temptation in the wildcrnpfs, tjie luif. 
fion of the dqjuties to John from Jerufalem, &c. arc all 
crowded into his firft year:— yet the time of Chrift's entrance 
OQ his perfonal miniftry is deferred to the 4th. The paflages 
already coile^ed from the gofpels, reprobate this difpofition 
of events and times. 

, Were the art of regulating hiftory by aftronomy and cbro • 
nology more generally known, many paflages in the facred 
writings, which are commonly read without emotion, (nay, 
with a kind of languid apathy), would forcibly arrcft the at- 
tcntion of every mind, prepared by the knowledge of calcu- 
lation, for confulting with difcemmcnt the Bible hiftory. The 
prophecy fo properly read with rcfpcd to the circumftancc of 

timt. 
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The cvangelifl John proceeds in the natural fericl 
of things, and order of time. " The Jews paffover 
was at hand, and Jefus went up to Jerufalem. Many 
believed in bis name, when they faw his miracles ♦.'* 
Six full months had now elapfed from the time of his 
baptifm. From one circumftance it is prefumed that 
he (laid fome time, perhaps feveral months, in Judea. 
For the pharifces having heard that he had made and 
baptifed more difciples than John, Jcfus left Judea and 
departed again into Galilee, by the way of Samaria, 
where he converfed with the woman at the well, and 
thence after two days departed, and went to Cana ; 
where, on the application of a nobleman from Caper- 
naum in behalf of his fon, then at the point of death, 
he reftored, at a diftance, the patient to perfe£l health. 
This was the fecond of his miracles at Cana +. 

In the 5th chapter is mentioned a feaft of the Jews, 
which has every probability of a paflbver, and the fe- 
cond in Chrift*s miniftry. If fo it were, Jefus was 
certainly at Jerufalem, and before his return defcribed 
John as a luminary then fet. ** He was (not //) a 

time, and fo appofitdy applied, in the fynagoguc at Nazareth, 
is one of many pertinent examples. If all the learned com- 
mentators, deeply ikillcd in verbal criticifm, and but very mo- 
derately acquainted with the doArine of time in its meafures, 
and the combinations of its parts, had been poflefled of this 
indifpenfable qualification, from the days of Uiher, the chro- 
nology of our Lord's life would not, as now, have been in- 
volved in perplexity. 

• John, cb. ii. 15— aj. f Ch. iv. 1—54. 

burning 
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burning and a (hining light/* Vcrfe 35. He was then 
probably thrown into prifon, but not executed. The 
next account of Jefus defcribes him as in Galilee, about 
the Tea of Tiberias. 

The two other cvangelifls (Matthew and Mark) re- 
port, that when Jefus had heard, that John was caft into 
prifon, he came into Galilee *. Hence natural is the 
inference, that Jefus, while in Judea, heard thefe tidings, 
which account exaftly correfponds to the notations, 
John, V. 35, and ch. vi. i, compared together. Thefe 
charaflers of time and place, eftablifh the certainty of 
another hiftorical terra : — ^The return into Galilee, of 
which Matthew and Mark take notice, was (in the 
paflages to which the texts above-mentioned refer) the 
third after the lapfe of the 40 days in the wiklernefs.- 
That in John, i. 43, and in Luke, iv. 14, was the firft i 
the other in John, iv. 43, was the fecond ; and that in 
Mat. iv. 12, Mark, i. 14, and John, vi. i, was the 
third ; fome fhort time after the fecond paflbver in the 
miniftry of Chrift. — It may be objeded, i . That the 
imprifonment of the Baptift is here brought one yeir 
lower than in the numerous arrangements of the Har- 
roonids, who generally comprehend this hiilorical in« 
cident within the fpace of time between the firft and 
fecond paflbver. It is replied, that this minute invefti- 
gation is not intended to re6lify alone the precarious 
and unchronological poftulates of the worthy primate, 
but alfo to examine the no lefs inaccurate fpeculationt, 

* Mat. iv. la. and Mark, 1. 14. 

of 
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of our ever miritiplying race of harmony writers. The 
evangel ifts, even when they feem to differ, are in per- 
feft concord ; whereas their Harmonifls, as it were 
in compaft, are at ferious pains to convince the world, 
that thefe evangelifls knew nothing of the matters 
which they tranfmitted to the world. 

It may be objefted, 2. That Matthew and Mark 
record feveral afls of Jefus, prior in the order of time 
to the imprifonment of the Baptift. Anfwer: This is 
not to be inferred from the order, and much lefs from 
the time of calling the twelve difciples. John the 
cvangelift, Andrew, his brother Simon, afterwards fur- 
named Peter, Philip, and Nathaniel, were occafionally 
with their Lord from the date of the firft miracle at 
Cana, but not conftantly. They and others were per- 
mitted to attend their fecular funflions, and had repeated 
calls for a temporary attendance. The complete num- 
ber twelve might likewife have been embodied, or ra- 
ther aflually was, between the return from the wilder- 
ncfs and the fecond paffover; but though thefe two 
evangelifts profeffedly begin their hiftory from the time 
John was taken into cuftody, yet they do relate many 
things of a prior date- In cxa£l harmony with this 
aiffenion, the former, in an advanced ftage of his narra- 
tive, mentions a meffage from the Baptift, while in con- 
finement, to Chrift ; and afterwards his martyrdom *. 
The latter, in like manner, gives a concife account of 
the martyrdom alone t. Is it not hence prefumable, 

• Matt. XI. 3. and ch. xiv. x«. f Mark, vi. a;- 

that 
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thai the far greater number of the fa£ls in both hiftoriei 
Was prior in time to the apprehending and execution of 
that ieminent prophet ? Ftom the remark in either gof* 
l^el nothing mbrb esin^be inferred, tlian that tfa^ writers 
did hotiindertake an drderly account of the trahfaf^ionb 
from the Return oiit bf the wildemcfs to the third cx^ 
j}edItion into Galilee. 

The refult of thxi unavoidably prolix difquifition ii, 
that thtf three ifaemofable events of Chrift's baptifm, 
temptation, and entrance on his prophetical fun£lionSt 
iniift n^certarily be referred to ihe 4th yfcar of John*s 
ttiiniftry, and the 19th of TibcriUs, from the date of his 
j>artneT(hip in the empire. If thefe points b6 admitted, 
the M^ropolitan*s hyplothefis of three years fpeht in 
private life^ from tfa^ end of the 40 days temptation to 
tb^ cdtaim^cbmerit of thii perfonal miniftry, falls to 
the groUtidi If not^ the computation by fabbatica^ 
^^earsi tbe oracles of prbjfhecy, and the concurrent r^- 
port of all the (bur evangelifts, forfeits evety pretention 
to credibility. They hiuft bd fallacious guides. Nay, 
even on the Metropolitaii's principle, that Chrift was 
baptifed ih the firft year of John's minUllryi that text 
from an- adcient predidion^ ** The voice df oiie crying 
in the wildemefs} prepaid ye the way* of thb Lord !'* 
was exquiGtely proper for that herald of Onegteater 
ttfd AXightier, than himfelfs and after three. ynra of 
pri\^y^ it!:could not be improper for that greater and 
mightier, than the herald^ to 6pen,his coiho^on:witb 
.' aaother predidion: lequally ahliiditic, << I am anointed 
to proclaim the acoejptubleryeafiC pFibthe LonL'^ fiut» 
O inadvertently^ 
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inadvertently, the Prus^te tsaosfi^s. to $ht hez;a^^ the 
bono^r of a jubile, and cqp4i^iinD^ to t^e fliade. of 
im^inxry Qt^fcuruy three yeat^ of oar lK)i4'i(.tif^ iub^ 
^u^ tp; If is fingular conjefUire^C a prior conlecra^ 
jbon to the (undioas of a poplj^t; and inartyff« Sfiqb 
depifions darken counfel by wprd^ wiUi^ut l^Qo^wledge. 
In the month Nifan of the Varroman jear 78^ 
which -was that of the crucifixion^ ended the 70th pro- 
phetical week. It therefore begaa in the JGime iponth. 

Hence count forward three years» fipc xnonthi^ 
The operation bripgs down the reckoning to Ti(ri^ ip: 
the ceotfe of that week^ when the facriiice and obUtiqa 
4i<i yixtually ceafe, beii)g^ fuper(eded by a more expell^ei^t 
.ipiniAry. This revolutjop, ^gnalifed tl^m^of s^ 
(Wediias;h9d e^^r^fftly bee^rft^r^^pid. At iu conduliop 
th^,;>fhQre apparatus of carnal prd^nainceSjtiWhich <hfl4 
.t^ei|nlqftj5(y^ t^ipir lyRi^ [virtue, w^ea^u^y ^abo- 
Jiftfidi il^ngji^lad to^^hfi^ficoi^..^^ Cbljftf. Or^ftfit- 
ing.cirpumAan^e with^ w^ipiji ^he predifUoa coadu^s 
r^k^ dctruflion [ef the< city. and. tmSAxs^yr-rv^^h ^**f- 
peiided dijriflg th« fpajccj of ajipat 37 y€afs,ii dj3i?>i«, « 
.perjf)d bofdrc the th^n w\^g g?aer^tiaf^.ftp^l4.p^s 
avtay.l la thatjntervd the HPf^{ apd. tbe? fyiiagcg^^* 
-weoc-kepiDpenibrthe^difcipl^s -of Mofcsf..»d.thith^ 
^a^KHUercefoc^ weekly i>ii* the d^y pl)ilh^^ 
fabbatks ifchm& tlie wirittngp tif Mcfes . aiid>the prapfaets 
ftfistG.^pabkKb^ieadfrdi^ openly: allege and) provd^HOit 
ofdibofe &fi^tar^ tbati^hriftamll have ittfeied^ md 
.tikn (Vbbn t&e.deai4 tiatrtbii;^«sJwhote lioBy pftacbtd 
./' f'»f '• ♦ was 
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about to vani(h away, (naAaWfunt luu' x«(i2rju», lyrvi i^mfiau)^ 
feems to be prophetical.. • 

Oa fcftiyai 
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fe&ival; at Raamdcs in Egfpt; :The inferVil tMipsev 
eirdy Ij^ foliff .tropiaal yeajs firbia fche £xodaiy:tll:ft 
(eptei^ary periods d£ years;, and were the intenbcdtatd 
{pace meafitred by wcdks of daySf d^ ibatwDiikl bis 
coinpletey without .one day deficient or fitpermnnerar^: 
If the fiibjed be bn>ught to the. teft: ^Tdal^latjod 
in iti numerous anfd complex forms;. iJl the dHTeaml 
operations terminate m one felf-confiftent and inMliUtf 
conclufion. . . J ^ ' <j\ ic. ..v 

It has -^ been evinced that Jefus was blptii^iat^l^ 
cxpifation. of his 34th year. It maybe alleged; itfau 
fhe analogy to 'the legal age of cohfecrating tbeAacouR 
kai prieAs is thus violated. But Cbrilt was a prfeft of 
a fupeKor rank) and a dillinfl; order. i.:*« It is evideM 
that ouf l^d fprang oiit €if Jodab^ of wlubh tribe 
Mofes (pidue nothing concdming prieftbood *«" He was 
made under the rlaw^ a fubjeSiy iiut not a inini&er of that 
Very dtfpenlation which he came £rft to oonfummatei 
inditben to abrogsfte. No^oneinftaiice occun of ibn 
performing the facerdotal funSioos of the Hebrew 
ritual. On the^ (^tttraryf at ofteh as he. performed 
miraculbus cures t>n the perfons of lepers, he- always 
enjoined them to ihew themfdiies ta the priefls. The 
objeQion is on thefe grounds impertinent. 

It has been-ferioufly bbjedledi that Jttfus fofemnifed 
his laft paflbver neither at the prefefibed time lior 
place, nor at the full moon, but two evchings before ; 
not in the temple, or on the national altar, but i^ ^ 

* Hcb. Tii, 14, .. 

1. : . c 'J private 
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jnrivate houfe. It may be added too, that many learned 
critics have Been \iMk ^rridiculoiis eiidugh ^ retuhi' 
ha (erious anfwer^ Tbd learned. Jofeipti Me^ fofde- 
whene irepltet to tbk vefieQ (though perhaps in di&rent 
words) : ^ As Chrift was bimlelf the tenple, the altar, 
the oblation, and the pried, all thefe formalities were 
Aiperfeded.** This may be approved as a vigorous fen- 
timcnt, but inuft b^ Kjkifed as a feeWc anfwer. Much 
more proper it is «(» ik)te/that the ordinance itfdf was 
dut>f date, a new in ftitution being that very night 
fubftitut«d as a merooria) of better things. Or rather, 
ate juft now hinted, the whole ritual of facrificc and ob- 
lation had virtually ceafed at the time of Chrift's bap- 
tifm. This paflbver wa§ the !aft aft of conformity 
with the prefigurativc fifaal. For Jiefue, while dif- 
jxmfing that ordinance of fubftitution, the facrsunent of 
bi« own body and Wood, thus exprefed a change of 
adminiftration already begun : *« Veiily i fay into yoo^ 
I will not henceforth drink of this firuit of the vinet 
until that day when I drink it oeyr with yoir in my 
father'! kingdomV - 

* Mat* xxvi. 1^. . O^r J^rajo thc|^ wofiis intimate? his 
tfit^Ation to partake nclticroT^e pajgjipvef*' npr of the new 
^d-ameiit, till the things rffenMed 6y both ftould b^ fulfilled 
i|i the goipel difpen&tidn; whicli war mij^K at hand : or that he 
yreuld not partake jts^th tl^fi^ ^J^ny joyj tillhe lejot^ed with 
tjien^ in the conununications of tfie Uo\j, Spirit* M%knight*& 
Il^mony, 545. * , . ,. . ' ' ' **' 
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, Re%BUtioa of the Roman Ca|e^^ A- M. 3964^, 
;!• yirftJuUafiy^r. TiberiMbom A,,U.Var* 705J 
7SI. Julius Ce&r aflkifinaled . . r . . /t- , ^yito 
3.. B^^io at.MulUna. :,Fir(tGf(»h&ifetcr?o( Oda- . 

- ' -.viujj'i: . ' • r, ' . .^.'-. -. '- •, ■ : -. 71^. 

4. Defeat of Brurjus and Ca(&as at {^iltpfK . . 712 
6f AmigoiiUi ^d Herod.iivaLki©g&iii Judei' 714 
^ Ahtigoqufi flkin. Herod leigns - ^17 

io. Baltic at Aaium • - - - 7«3 

|6. firfl year of ihc Roirian/cmpirc: -, .. .. 724 
\& <ieafv&ari4 likftruhi reftoi^dH ilv; i- ; 7^ 
^7wHciJ^dibegin$; to jfebiiild'tlits temple 1 -: 7^5^ 
ag^' H war niadtf fit &r feM^te iil twt^- years '•^^^ 737 
38. A fecond lullrum. Herod dedkatef tKe*' 

temple - - - - ^ 7^6 

4t'. CTirift bom. An enMn^exit ai BefeHen) .749 
42* l^^rpd; di% ,; True da|^e of. the Chrijlian er* ,750 
45. Dioayfian, or Vutgas^ jrc&l- of th^ Nativity 753 
46; Firft )M?aff'<if tbfc vulgar era ♦ c .. "♦ '754 

52, Archehurdethrbn<^d"' "• - '1 ' ' . ' "^6^ 

53. Chrift 12 years old. Cyrenius levies a tax' 761 
57. Tiberius joint emperor - - - 765 
^8. Auguftus folemnifes a lullrum and dies 766 
■ < V ' , O 59. Tiberius 
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59. Tiijerius folc emperor. VaU Graitus procu- 
rator of Judca - - - y 67 
69. Val. Gratus recalled - - - 777 
71. P. Pilate fuccecdfc 15th of Tiberius. John's . 
vAniSbry begins* Jefus about ^9 Y^tt 
M ^ - - - . 779 

75. Jefus is baptifed^ tempted, works mirapleis, 

preaches - - - - 785 

76. Phlegon's eclipie, ui ihe 4th of the ao2d 

olympiad* - - - 785 

77. Crucifixion - - - 7^6 

78. Tiberius dies, in the 78th of his life and gtjd 

of his reign - - - - 7^7 

A. M.-404A 
Jtd. Per. 4747 

• this cclipfc, as a charaadr of idme, is eitrem<;ly ambigu- 
ous. Even the year is uncertain. ' The fragment prcfcrved by 
Kuf(ft)iUS runs thus, T£ h rf*t* t«; a-3 OXv/xniaht ty^tr^ litAgi^'iC 
ffXiov fAtytfn rmt iywr^mw irft Ti(n, Mat fv( aSf* f tns a'/^f^C fyitiTo Jitri 

gii ka-rt?»t i» op^fm ^tn.'t. •* Btit on thc (00) year of the aoid 
olympiad was a Tcry great ccKpfc of the fun, fuch as was not 
formerly known, and night came on at the 6th hour of the 
^ay (la at noon), fo that thc ftars were -viiiblc in thcfirmt- 
mcnt.** 

^ Sbch is the lague account of this very ftrange phcnomtton. 
Bifhop BeVcridgc, maWng a rain effort to IWkc a fpark out of 
chaos, propofcs an efiiendskdon in the firft claufe. tS H inr, 
be chatiges into fS t itii^ fo as to tran^fontt the pArtiele h^ 
hntt into the numerical r, 4, and thus rehders the wordt, ht 
ib^ /ftbjtttr ^thi aoai t^ympiad, ht. Admit this correaion all 
O 4 not 
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not improbftble, ftiU ho month and no day of k month is i)ff- 
cified. 4ftronome(s are puzzled in the fearch of s^ natural 
cch'pfc of this luminary at that hou|*, in a feries of years beforo 
or after that olympiad. But though this report were marked 
with more charafters of vcrifimilitudt, the 4th of the loid 
olympiad was the year before the cruqifixion ; and thefe dif- 
<jordant notations^f time Q^nnot be brought into ^he. point of 
coincidence, without either antedating our Lord's birth, 9c 
abridging the years of his h'fe. If one or the other be donCt 
in the link's which compofe the compddt chain of cbronologi- 
cal chapftd^crs ibi)ve conftru^led, for the hiftory of (noro than 
40' centuries, are yioleatly torn afunder. 
r In a lefs advanced ftage of calcidation, tl^e tipne lyas whca 
that preternatural darknefs, fuppofe it did happen at the time of 
oijr Lord's paflion, obtained the credit of a very ftriking colla- 
teral teftimony in confirmation of the gofpel hiftory: As fuch 
Dr. Clarke confidered it, in the firft edition of his Sermons, at 
Boyle*s Lc<^uie. In the full perfuafion that this corner-ftonp 
was (iifficient tp fupport any quantity of preflure, that great 
man fet forth the argument, with all the advantage it could 
derive from his eminent abilities. IJis friend Dr. Sykes f\|g- 
gcfled the impropriety of rcfting the caufe of Chriftianity on 
«!quivocal proofs, and prcvaiicd with him to expunge i^ froni 
ih^ fubfequcnt impreflions. 

The ju-guraent has fmce bce^ revive^^ and th^ teftimony o( 
Phlegon vindifated with a neediefs parade of genius and eru» 
ilition. la this controverfy Dr. Chapmai; diftipguiibed himfclf 
11^ a iju^ner which xnight have done fervice to ^ better ctufe i 
and thofe who approve his fentiments of the fubjed, boaft tha^ 
bis defence is not yet cpnvi^d of weakneis or fallacy. It it 
|i T^ry unacceptable (eryicc tp undeceive fuch as have fallen 
;nto a pleafing, reverie. Si populyis decipi vult, dccipiatur. 
]4^s\n, time thpCe who have not yet con traded an infunpSunt* 
ijd>Ie predil^^ion in favour of Phlegon't authority, aife cau<» 
foiled to withhold their fiiUjafleot, till it be certaip that th^ 
^ J jptiendmenon 
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ahenQnicnon under examination was obferved on the very day 
pf the crucifixion. Ailronomical charaders are not to be ap- 
plied at random. A deep eclipfc of that pafchal full moon, 
tike that which happened at Raamefes on the night of the lirft 
pafToyer, could it be certified by calculation, would be much 
more to the pnrpole. 

Chriftianity acquires no credit from injudicious defSences, 
and loks no ftrength &om the removal of tottering bulwarks.. 
The time was when the infpiratlon of the (acred writers waft 
not judged fufficient, except the attribute of infallibility were 
likewife afcribed to every anianuenfis. Printers, however, it 
was obferved, had fallen into fome miitakes, and MS9; were 
tiot found to agree in every minute circumftance. Critics were 
cautious of corre^ng palpable eirors, left they (hould incur 
the fulpicion of herefy. No fooner was it admitted, that the 
facred texts in fome paflagcs were faulty, than jPrecthinken 
gave the alarm that uncertainty pervaded all. Bentley, by 
fhewing that the multiplicity of various readings affords the 
means of rcftoring the true^ fcnfe, defeated infidelity by repel- 
ling its weapons on itfelf. Chriftianity has fuffered nothing by 
|he objedions qf the learned to the credibility of the thunder- 
ing legion, to the early ceffation of miracles in the primitive 
church, to the vifion faid to have been exhibited to Conftan> 
tine, to the defeat of Julian's attempts to rebuild Jerufalem. 
Nor would the grounds of the Chriftian faith be fhaken, 
ihould certain writings, which (bme vifionary critics believe to 
^ canonical, be pronoiipced fpurioi^s* 
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C^nealo^ from David io Jefm Cbrijl. 

JntroduSfion. 

VARIOUS ^ the parts of nature and the evcnti 
of time arc the rubjedb of hiftory. Of na^ 
ttore*s f arta feme are ftationary, ever in the fame pofi*- 
lion with refped to others, and coexiftent with all fup- 
])ofable tlmes^ as the Alp?, Horeb, Niphates. Another 
clafs is partly coexiflent and partly fuc^eflivet as thp 
gtofrfttions of animals and men ; ^^ One generation 
{MflHh aWay, and another cometh ; but the earth 
abldeth hi ever : the fun alfo rifeth and the fun gocth 
down, and hafleth to the place where he arofe/* 

H^as is fuggcAed the idea of motion in a perpetual 
circiiitt yet per(ie£Uy conCftdit with permanent and re- 
lative reft. The fun retolve* on his axis, the planets 
on theirs ; and all round the fun, as the centre of one 
harmonious fyftem. With refpcft to this common 
centre, and to one another, the lefler orbs in the im- 
roenfe expanfe are fometimes in a ftate of approach, 
fometimes of elongation, and their circumvolutions^ 
though not always equable, are upon the whole uni- 
form : or, in other words, the amount of their motions 
w'l * 7 from 
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without which it k but a confufed lump, without form *> 
Geography afligos to the Tevcral paru of btftory their 
proper pofition ; the tranlafiions either <leriviiig im- 
portance from the place, or the place from the tnsnU 
adioits*. But further; all iacidents and fa£U relate to 
pe^ons, whether iadividuab or comminiities, confRier* 
ed as the agents or the pafli^^e fiil^eds. 

Th£ {Mincipal circumftances of hiftorical £i£b are 
tbeie&>ce three, cocrefpondijig to as many queries, with 
tl^eir aofwers; when, wh£|ljs^ ip who^.^ or i^ 
WHOM were they doq^ ? 

Examflit. 

u When was the Uw promulgated i In the be* 
firing of the l6th century from the creation. 

2. WniLKzi (Froin Mount Siaai or Horeb in 
Arabia. 

. 3* To ^HOM i To the 12 tribes of ircaci, under 
the nwiftry of Aaron and Mofes. 
: Notations of , time, placet and perfonagei, if not 
enteied in records,, are food disfigured by report, and 
mufl at laft link in^o utter oblivion. Bui on the more 
in^pprt^^ hiOory q>nfers i^nmortality. Commwiiiei| 
£ke individuals, die, and the race becomes imxaoFtal by 
fucfcflion* Generations pa(s \n a train i. 
. Thus is acquired an additional refource in compu^ 
lat^ whenqq.hiftory derives coiigruity with invariabl# 

• StmingHecti Orig, Sacrtc, K 1. 6. 

t £r^ i|^t qiu»a^8 angufti temitiiis a^Tl ' 

J^t^p g^i^us ta)BU>irta}e ^aist* . Wrg, Geosg. if.^of. 
7 .: V nature, 
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• Gen. xlvi. ao. -- 't^Geii.xli.46. 50. 

•*rh a young 
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nymng ftranger and a ittv<e, GomtiHited to priiba uildicr 
B ^(e <;harge of 6rimina)ky, flkHiId faav^ nrflrrk^I tte 
high prieft*^ daaghter ) and tbuk ikmtfafif affinity wkh 
that very ramily whole honour^ it wastutijoftly £iid^ ^ 
had attempted to ftaift; before bit intfodufifon tb thfc 
king? . Common fen re lemotrflvates. JofepVs aj^.Stf 
Jiheiccond ye^r of the' famine^ '^hen:ManaflUi coUU 
Slot he more 'than eight yean old, or Ephrairnfrnpxc 
than fevcn, was 39. But Jaoobrat the tiid^ tihar»or 
the beginning of the next year, brought their fons 
and grandfons into Egypt ! Where could the tranflators 
-find the names ? Not in the liftr ot MofeSt but in a 
much mcurejTcoent catalbgiie^ft 

' " ' Bxamph, 2. ^ - -"'■' '''"" 

. .:l3iBi4jivMtN5 it it mtil kHo^n, M^ the. yMngeftibf 
ailEjacdb^ family, arid l|tf age atth^ migimtloii frdm 
Canaan, could notextciel^it^^if it weceTo nfoch), fit 
n^oflihisfons^aveiaidf in thc'HAlrew text dnd/ Greek 
Vtilg.'-'tD have been in Jacobs >retinue. The AJbxail* 
Aline' Gr^: F^mateuch admits only throe for bpiii fi|db| 
BeehervSnd Aflibet. Of theenhevfis^ five are grand- 
fiam kid i^e great g^atidfo6« Kennicot, iaWl h|s Dtf-^ 
fisrtafioti^ fiomis not to have tibfenred the xlifficubjrt; 
;1vhififa:(he>*t*that tlie pisilfed anil maDuioript copien aic 
iiU;iuiiiagmly orMaeous; TtA erm itt mantfelH fori^ 
iaft fixnamfs srafidl copJedAoB. oatidogt^i t)f at tetfr 

; *^i Ghron. TiL 14? Ms 

J- . diite. 
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Nero i That fome of them did take notice of a c^'^ 
partnerfhip in fo?ereignty ; bat none made the requ}Gt0 
dedu£Uon i That ail defined accurately the laft currenti 
year of that princeV life, and all miftook that of hii 
nativity and deceafe t That they left on record thtf 
means of afcertaining the true computation ? And that 
the evangelift Luke fhould be the only writer of thaf 
age who chara£lerifed, with chronological precifion, tb€ 
'15th of that reign from its true commencement ? 

In exprefling the degrees of Undred^ the facred bif^ 
torians, conformably with the idiom of their language, 
ufe confiderable latitude. Any defcendant was not 
improperly denominated of the firft defcent. Ezra^ 
after at leaft four intermediate generations, is defcribed 
as lii fpn of Seraiah ; and the infirm woman on whom 
Jefut performed a miraculous cure was, after an interval 
of thrice 14 generations, caHed a daughter of Abraham^i 
Sometimes even a fenior relation, l>y a political or figiM> 
rativ^ fonfhip, is accounted the immediate defcendant of 
a junior predeceflbr in office, as in the cafe of Zede- 
kiah, who is promifcuoufly called the father's brotbei^ 
the brother, and the fon of Jeconiah t. Among thi 
Hebrews, facceflion to the fame throne was equivalent 
to adoption. * From the penury of their language the 
Old Tefiament writers could not, with fufficient mi^ 
auteneis,. diftiaguifli by ooe^^ppropriate term every ra« 
mificatibn in geneilogy. 

• Exrij^ii. x.'tukcV«>»- 16. 

t 1 Kings* xxiv. 17, % Chron. xtx'n. 9. and i Cbrbn. lii. i^« 

So 
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So Gopiods however was the Roman todguei that 
every degree of confanguinity and alliance by marriage^ 
both in the tranfvcrle and diiefi line, might have been 
dilcriminated by a proper and feparate word. Yet even 
their beft hifiorians are not exempt from inaccur^ no- 
tations of relationOiip. One example fliail fuffice. 

'Thi tWoTarquins* 

" Tradition and hiftory faid, thatSuperbus ^ras 
the fon of Prifcus ; — that Superbus foiight on horfe- 
back at the battle of Regillus; that CoIIatinus, the 
hufband of Lucretia, was the fon of Egcrius, nephew 
of the elder Taiquin. No, fays Dionydus, none of 
thefe things can be true ; for they are not confiftei>t 
witii the long rei^s of the kings. He produces no 
^uthority againil the k^ ; nor does be know Vfbo w^il 
the father of Superbus, or the father pf Collations* 
But he realbns from the received chronologyt and c^n- 
cludej, contrary to all historical teftimooy) th^jit ^M^-* 
bus was npt the fon but the graodfiin of Pnfcus ;-rr-tla^ 
he did not fight on horfeb^ck at the ^ye-fmej^op^ 
battle; and^tb^t Colbtlinui iv^ not t^ iffa^ hut t^ 
grandfon of Egerius/* 

f( iLiinr, bn Ihe cAer hand, diougli lie dbrft not 
opeiity coiittadidl di^ received chronology, feems to 
havc'j'bi^n tully pettiiii^ ^bat it vat iiot To well 
vouched as many biflorical fads, with which it ufat 
tncopi^ible. Ht iiensSon adheres to ,the faSs, and 
leaves it fo fueb nbttble cridci at tKonyCus to !«• 
P concile 
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concilo- them with the chronology as well as they 
can •/' 

Here now is a dlgnus vlmllci nodus ; a knotty point 
brought to the tribunal of criticirm for decifion. Be 
it in general obferved, that Hooke grofsly roirreprefents 
Livy, who with his ufual hefitfetion in matters of very . 
remote antiquity, exprefles his uncertainty whether 
L. Tarquin were the fon or grandfon of Prifcus, with- 
out fignifying either approbation or cenfure of the po- 
pular chronology + : nor docs this author combat the 
more decifiye opinion of Dionyfius in the fpirit of 
impartial arbitration, but rather with the violence and 
(kill of an expert gladiator. 

For his determination Dionyfius afligns very appo- 
Cte reafons, which feem to be foimded on the report of 
authentic hiftory, then but not now extant ; and his 
ultimate inferende is deduced with every criterion of 
confcious fincerity and truth. 

This Analyfis has exceeded its ideal boundaries. 
Dionyfius points iht whole of his artillery againll Fa- 
bius Pifitor, whofe Roman Hiftory is long fince lol!.^ 
The arguments of his Opponent (Dionyfius) rauft there- 
fore be comprefied into the leaft prohx form of abbre- 

♦. Hookc*« Rom. Hift. o^vo, Pref. p. 6i. Here is no re- 
ference to the paflagcs of the authors whofe tcftimony. is de- 
tailed. Confult Dion. Halicarji'a/T. book iv. ch. vi. Vol. li. 
p. i53> irt SjHjlmanV^Tranilaiidnj ^ni T. LiVius, lib. T. 
cap. 4*. ^ • '• 

t Prifci TAfqutoii rqgii filiiis nepoEbelbirit^piruxn bijoet; 
pluri^us jt^m^A <i\i4toribus filium cdidenm., loc. cit« : . • « 

viation. 
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viation. The introduftory fentence it is, however, 
proper to tranfcribe at large. 

•* I HAVE fufpended the narration of what follows 
thit I tnay give the reafons which irtduccd me to dif- 
agree with Fabius, and the reft of the hiftorians, who 
affirm, that the infants Tarquinius (Prifcus) left were 
the fons and not the graridfons of that prince ; for thofe 
T^ritdrs have very inconfidetatcly and negligently pub- 
lifhed this account, without examining any of the im- 
pofTibilities and abfurdities which deflroy its truth ; 
every one of which 1 (hall endeavour to point out in 
a few words." 

This author^s work, no lefs valuable as a treafury 
of Roman antiquities than as a regular hiftory froni 
Rotttulds to the 312th Varronian year, may in thii 
cafe be admitted to have tte authority of a jgenuine re- 
cord. It teftiftes that Prifcus, with his wife and family, 
came to Rome, according to Gellius, in thefirft, or ac- 
cording to Licinnius in the eighth, of Ancus Marcius, 
whofe reign was 24 years ;'-^tbat his age, at ihe latter 
term, could not be under 25, and all agree that he 
reigned 3^. Me muft by this reckoning have died at 
the age of 8o;'or by the former, 88. Suppofe his 
wife to have beeri five years younger than hinifclf, (he 
Was 75 or 83 at his death. Their three fons could not 
then be infants ; for fuppofe the youngeft born in the 
50th of his mothei-'s life, he waa at the leaft 25 at the 
deathrof his father,^ ^d theeldeft fSuperbus)'27. He 
is faid' ta have been m the vi'gour of Hfc when he flew 
SerViu^ T|iMiui» ilMrri reign of 44 yetfn | and indeed it 
C ' * Pa required 
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required vigour to drag the fovereign from his tbfonCt 
carry him in his arms out of the feoate, and throw 
him down the fiairs. Superbus reigned 25 years, and 
27+44+215 = 96 : at which advanced age he was ex** 
pelled. But ftill, as the report goes, his a£livi<y wa^ 
unabated ; for the fame year he prefided in the war 
againft the Ardeates, and during li. years more con- 
dufled in perfon a long train of military operations 
againft the new republic. Thus, according to the hif- 
torians, whofc authority this writer rejeds, Superbus 
lived above no years. On the whole, Dionyfius 
agrees with Pifo Frugi, in affirming that Superbus an4 
his brothers were not the fons, but the grandfons of 
Prifcus. This conclufion divefts of credibility the 
opinion to which Livy inclines, but does not, in plain 
terms, afleit. In ode rbfpe£l however the two aopOiAnC^ 
are confiftent : for if Gollatiw^ were a nepheiw, Su-t 
perbus ifiight be a grandfdn, of tb^e firft Tar^io. 

EJ^aminaiicn of Mr. Hooie^t Hyp^hifo, 

As a flrenuous advocate for Sir I. Newton's ppinloQ, 
concerning the duration of the regal ftate in Home, he 
delivers thaf opinion in detached, parts, and in the re- 
fpe^bble author's own words. Sanding that Sir 
Ifaaq's arguments were not fufficient-to make a general 
impHlfeon t)^epobUif, and indacefull convi£laoni he 
fuggefts a. variety of auxiliary proofs. But if bis aih;* 
ibor's arrangements (hall be fopnd equivocal,, eluibr}'^ 
or inc;Mgcuous, m^ bis owa fux^diineotal priaciplei^ 

they 
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they muft be fet afide, a& iridefennble* Tbefe jMipcipIes 
are thus concifely fijited. 

«< The 14 jcings of tfae Latines, at 21 years apiece 
one with anothe/y anpount unto a8o years, and tfaefe 
years, counted fram the taking of Troy, end in the 38th 
olympiad ♦.** Thus are 432 years reduced to i8o : •* and 
the fi^ven reigns of the kings of Rome, four or five of 
them being flaip, and one depofed, may, at a moderate 
.feckoning, amount to 15 or 16 years apiece one with 
another; let them be reckoned at 17 apiece, and they 
-will amount to about 119 years ; which being counted 
backwards from the Regifuge, end alfo in the 381(1 
olympiad : and by thefe two reckonings Rome was built 
in the 38th olympiad, or thereabout." Hiftorians aflign 
to the feven kings a period of 244 years. The deduc- 
tion from this article is 125, from the other 152, and 
the Aim total 275. 

Painful it is to infinuate a djfapprobation of the 
venerable Sir Ifaac Newton's poftulates and Goncluflons; 
much more topronoimce them equivocal and fallacious; 
but it is unavoidable. 

The 14 kings of the Latins belong to the fabulous 
times, prior to the era of a correfl chronology, and of 
authentic hiftory. The duration of their reigns, either 
^ feparately or colledi vely, is certainly amplified, as ufually 
was done. But on perufmg four different copies of 
thefe reigns, by Ovid, Virgil, Dionyfius of Halicar- 
naflys^ and (^ivy» not to mention others iii different re- 

• i^ooke's Preface, p. a6. ^ 

P 3 cords, 
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cords, tbe writer of this Analyfls ventures to affirm^ 
that the names, number, order of fucceffion, and yeari 
of Sovereignty, arc in no two regifters the' fame. As, 
therefore, neither the number of princes, nor the quan* 
tity of their diflinfi governments; can with certainty 
be defined, an eqtiation is imprafltcable. But if the 
precife interval from Latinps to Rbrtiuius, tkat inyfrom 
the fall of Troy to the rife of Rome, cai> be afccr^ 
-tained, let that number of ye^rs, whatever it be, fill up 
the blank, and from this quantity, as better known, the 
intermediate reigns and generations will be no imprao^ 
ticable difcovery. 

The feven reigns from Romulus to the firft pair of 
confuls belong to a different epoch, that of an aftrono- 
mical chronology and genuine hiftory. Thd names of 
the fovereigns are in evcr)^ record the fame, the* order 
of fuccefTicn the fame, the length of each reign the 

'fame, and the aggregate fura the fame, the fpace of 
every interreign, ^ oft as it happened, the fame. Why 
then (hould Sir Ifaac Newton, by a plaufible artifice in 
computation, confound the hiftorical period with the 
fabulous ? ■ 

" Some of the Greeks,*' he obfervcs, "called the 
times before the reign of Ogyges unknown, becaufe 
they had no hiftory of thera ; thofe between his flood 
and the beginning of the olympiads, fabulous, be- 

• caufe their hiftory was much mixed with poetical fa* 
bles ; and thofe after the beginning of the olympiads, 
hiftorical, becaufe their hiftory was free from fuch 
faUes. The fabulous ages wanted a good chronology; 

and 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



fuhferUiitit U CHRaNOLOCY. 115 

and fo alfo did the hifioncal for the firft 60 or 70 
4»lyiiipia(ls •/* 
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Viirplacee ihe dpte 6f ntlie tfi^yent.reAin|; on that kfafi^ 
Sir Ifaac Newton arcribes to Carthage an exiAence ol 
130 years pridr to tbe foiA^tion of Rome^iiii: tbf thircj 
year of ^he Qxth olympiad. .But if that fouadalion be. 
brought iovver by 130 yeajs, qeitber the rife nor fall of 
Carthage is determined. This i^rbitrary (hifting oi 
ternn5 is a fort bf legerdemain in chronology, 

To bring difcredit on the long reigns from Komulu^ 
to the fecbnd Tarquin, Sk Ifaac Newton remarks, t* In 
the latter iiges fince chronology hath becri exa£), there 
is fcarcely an example of ten kings reigrring any where 
in continual fuccefTion, abov£ 260 years :" that is, a6 
years the mean quantity. But Whiilon, as quoted by 
Hooke». in his *^ Confutation of Sir Ifaac Newton'^ 
Chronology," obferves, that in England we have had 
MIN£ fqcceflive reigns, at almoA 30 years apiece, from 
Henry I. to Edward III. 

Twelve, ^ almoft 28 years each, from William 
the Conqueror to Richard II. 

The French have had fix reigns together, at almoft 
40 years apiece, from {Robert to Philip II. 

Eight reigns, at above 35 years apiece, from Robert 
to Lewis IX« 

, Ten reigns, almoft 33 years apiece, from Robert to 
Philip IV. * 

Mr. Hooke is fo very candid a^s to confefs, *^ Now 
I think it muft be granted, that the examples Avhich 
Mr. Whifton has produced of long reigns in fuccef- 
Son, both in Elngland and in France, would be fufficient 
fo make it credible, that the feven kmgs of Rome 
7 reigned 
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ttigned as kmg as they ire reporfed to have done, i{ 
tberenwere no objt£lbn tQ this Teport^ but ks being 
mcdnntion to finiH m atitbcadc and undtrputed htfloiy^ 
feven kings. rei^iBBg in iWcceffioti 35 year^, one tritb 
anotbte*.'' He prodttoes^ however, four reaibns of 
^iflenv iet &ith witli a bat fliew of phufibility ; bal 
$liqr:are nugatofy. 

Wh£N jnotiarchy was exchanged for the confulate, 
po gi^e care wad taken to preferve the memorial^ of 
afbi^ry power. Tlie palace and temple of Numa 
acquired veneration ; but even the very name of the 
Taiqoine family was tranfmitted with marks of in£uny« 
Mmdh ftronger was the defire of configning the whole 
race to bbliyion, than of perpetuating their names in 
the order of lineal fucceflaon. Though the people^ 
ifnmediatcly after the revolution, decreed the reiloration 
of Tarquin's private^ftates to his relations; yet the fe- 
tiate deftroyed bis .palace, and diflributed his lands 
among the needy citizpos, retaining for public ufe a 
fmall portion of a field only, ad^ning totheGim^x 
^j^/M/x, which the kin^ had, by ufurpation, fulded to 
hts private property. Collattnus, tiiat virtuous and 
brave patriot, finding fufpicion and jealoufy atHacbcil 
infeparably Co his family and name, took the moderate 
expedient of miring into private li&, even before tim 
expiration of the firft confulOnp. The records of the 
old kings in Latium, and thofe alfo of the fecond fcries 
from Romulm, were loft in the conflagration of the 

• Hooke's Prcf. p. af . 

capitoV 
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capiroly fo early -as the Teoond century of the repoUic* 
Hence the numeroot complaints of imperfeft and pe** 
Borioas materials in the Auguflan age, for tonftniding 
a full and continuous hiftory of the early times. 
^ After an equal period of tine from the diflUution 
of the late monarchy in France, (hould the rage for 
annihilating every rdiQ. of arbitrary government coiii- 
tinue ; fliould accidents and violence make alike havoc 
of public archives ;— it may fairiy be prefumed,. fix 
centuties hence, that antiquaries and critics will divide 
into parties concerning the genealogy of the French 
monarchs from l6io to 1774. In this interval of 164 
years, from the murder of Henry IV. to the accei&ofi 
of Louis XVI. only three fovereigns occupied foccef- 
fively that throne, the mean proportion of as many 
reigns being 54 years eight months*. Thofe numerous 
and bulky volumes, which now have for their fubjed 
the (lory of a fingle reign, or of one kingdom, will 
then {brink into little ab{lra6U» with very concife hints 
of family deiicents and dates. Serious controverfies 
may then be agitated, whether the uncommon length of 
thofe three reigns ought not, as incredible, to b^ re- 
duced, or the intermediate generations multiplied. 
- This example feems direfiiy applicable to the prefent 
difquifitioo. Sir Ilaac Newton, in order to authen- 
ticate his fcheme of retrenching'k>25 years from fhe 
regal government, ^prior to the republic, endeavours, by 
a like effort of ingenuity, to invalidate the chronology 
of the firft 60 or 70 olympiads. If this arrangement 
be adopted, it will be altogether impoflible to connect, 

by 
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by infiHible fyncbronifms, the profane hiilory with the 
lacred, and to reconcile any one national era of the 
gentile world with another. 

The Julian period comprehends 9U other tenp^ in 
computation, whether circulating or fixed* • This, 
iherefoi^> is the regulating meafure and ultimate tell to 
which not only the ficft, but all the fubfequent years of 
the olympiads, of Rome, Nabonaflar, the Seleucidae, and 
xhok of the world, rouil be adji^ed. 

Th e number of the Julian period 3937, coincident 
with A. M. 3232, and the 34th of Uzziah king of Ju* 
dah, is not the firil year of the firft olympiad, but the 
exclufive fource of computation. That year was biT- 
fextile, a chara6ler common to the laft or fourth of 
every olympiad, and confequently A. P. J. 3938, and 
A. M. 3233, was the firft of the firft olympiad. 

Th e building qi Rome was begun in the third of 
the fixth olympiad A. P. J. 3960, A. M. 3255, the 
5th of Jorham king of Judah, and the firft of Romulus, 
the year before the Varronian computation, firft Jan. 
A. P. J. 3961. 

In a. p. J. 3967, A. M. 3262, the 12th of Jo- 
tham, the 7th of Romulus, the 6th Varronian year, and 
the fecond year of the 8th olympiad, began the famous 
era of Nabonaflar, by which Ptolemy reckoned the years 
of the four Pagan empires. 

Thus, by a multiplicity of chronological charaders, 
is a firm bafis laid for computation in the defcending 
feries indefinitely. But remove the fource of the olym- 
piads almoft three centuries lower, and that of Rome 

125 
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i 25 years, the chain of clironology is broken, conncQ- 
ing numbers mifplaced, and hiftorical order involved in 
a labyrinth of perplexity and confufion inextricable. 

That 34th year of Uzziah was the ao2d of the 
390 from the apoftacy of the ten tribes, and 88th be- 
fore *he oonfiagration of the temple, A. P, J. 4126, 
A. M. '34^1, £r. Nab. i6o» This conflagration was 
the firft of the 46th olympiad, the year before the 
archonfhip of Phi|omhiottis : the i66th Varronian year, 
and tiie 2g\h of Tacquinius Prifcus. But by two bold 
^nadironibis in the *^ Chronology pf ancient King- 
doms amended," is the connexion of the facred hiftory 
vrith that of Gieece and Rome, deferred not only 
without (leceflity, but contrary tp autlientic evi* 

To no purpofe does Mr. Hooke pretend that we 
liavc no better authority for the long reigns of the foven 
icings in Rome, than for the long reigns of the 14 
Jdngs of Alba, their predeceflbrs. The reverfe has 
been eflabliihed. The very exiftence of many in the 
latter clafs is doubtful ; whereas the exiftence of all the 
kings fublequent to Numitor, is much more fully con- 
firmed than that of many pairs of confuU under the 
sqniblic. 

£(^ALLY frivolous are the rcafons urged forab. 
breviating the reigns of the fovereigns after Numitor. 
Xiiehiftory of the longeft reigns,and pf the moft ^dive 
^priliees, hnay be comprifed within very narrow limitl, 
-if the records of the times were dcftroyed or little 
impwn* except the names of magiftrates and the du- 
ration 
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ration of their offices ; whicb« it is admitted, was the 
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C H A P. I. 

StCOND SfiRIES OF XlV. GENERATIONS, 

IN the ages prior to David, the fpaces between de- 
fcents in families have been afcertained in the order 
of occurrence ; their application ta chronology and 
biftory having been neceflary only in certain emergent 
circumftances. Henceforth the chronologer, if he re* 
gulate his procedure with a due regard to generations, 
finds thorns in his way at every flep. David, the laft 
of> the Ifivft feries from Abraham, wibs born, as alfCSuly 
noted, 'in the loth of Saul, fucceeded him at 30, ^nd 
after a reign, of 40, died, leaving bis throoe and , bo^ 
nours to . . , / !^ ^J 

I. Solomon* 

In the hifiory of his life, the date of his birth is 
not defined ; neither the time of his acceffion, nor the 
years of his life. The dura^n of his reign over all 
Ifrael (40 years) is, twice recorded* : and hence, per- 
haps, all the other notations may with tolerable certainty 
be inferred. In the progreflive feries this difcovery, as 
important, is defirable. Another biographical ^ftrticle^ 

• 1 Kings, xi. 41 and 2 Chron. in. 30. 
i. •> intimately 
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rimately conneded with the hi&oiy of the times, has 
an immediate reference not only to his fingle reign, 
but to the enfuing generations in the lineal defcents ;'^- 
the date of his defcflion from wifdom. — All thefe cir- 
cumftances are fo infeparably implicated with the fub- 
fequent reign, that a feparate difquifition would be the 
fource of many unavoidable repetitions; to prevent 
which it is requifite to confider two complex fubjeSs 
as one* 

2. Rehobdam. t 

•< He was 41 years old at his acceflion ♦." This 
notation ill accords with every circumftance by which 
Solomon's age is in general terms d^fcribed at the time 
of his father's deceafe. At that crifis which brought 
timidity and courage to the hour and theatre of con-' 
flift, the young prince [Solomon] overpowered hy an 
accumulation of new honours, and arduous fervices, 
which required a vigorous mind improved by the habits 
of mature experience, he called himfelf ^ a little 
child +." This phrafe is admiifible as a becoming ex- 
preffion of humility, not as a determinate chronological 
c^araSer. 

JosEPHUS, depending either on a conjeSure of his 
owr^ 01^ on vague traditi<ii^ affirms that Soloibdn was 
then* but a yotith *i agef ; and as he expreffes no 
number, it may be prefumed that he meant a term 



* I K^p,x!t. at. a Chron. xii. 15. 

t 1 Kings, iii. 7. J Ant. viii. j. u . 

under 
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under fuJncfs of ftaaire. Afterward he fays, thit i\nt 
prince died a vety old m«n, luiving reigned 80 and 
lived 94 years ♦. Hence it is obvious, diat the gre»t 
JewiQi hiftorian fuppofe(i that Solonioa afcended thf 
throne at the age of 14. But the canonical records 
allow but 40 years for the length of his reign ^ and if 
this quantity be dedufled from his term of life, he muft 
have died at the age of 54. DeduS 41 years for Re- 
hoboam's age at his acceffion, the furplus 13, for the 
age of the father, is incompatible by deficiency vi^iih 
the ufual term of procreation. In computation, a dou- 
ble genealogical paradox, relative to an individual, tnnfk 
be "reprobated t. If Solomon lived 94 years, this pro-^ 
traced teem is not daffed with phyfical impoffibilities 5 
hut is incoflfiftcnt with implicit charaflcrs in the hi/lory, 
of Solqpioru Upon his choice of wi(dom, «$;<j|be. 
crown of human excellence and the beft gift of effcn- 
tial gpjodnefs^ ahfo^te was the prx)ml(e of ripbes atul 
honour^, together with the iulleil n^eafar^s oi hucnaa 
wifdon^ '^i/iot fo .tjiat of Jong life. To ti;)i&^f(^pi^ai!y, 
blefli^ W,as {annexed the ponditi^in of cpi^tlniiBi^ ii^ 
doing well. Solomon's degci^^cjwas r^i^i^i^ljajjlc^ 
nearly refembling the fall of Lucifer; and it i^£fa^c^ 
fuppof^Wc^ljflt l;Ieavcp.wpuJd,4fe!W4rd h,is cgsegic^rfe- 
fe£liojpi with- a length of days prp^ongcd to^a p^io4 
then unufual. ^ For many reafon^s ^efcrverf for tj^ 

♦ Ant. vTii. 7. 7^ 

t No cx^tmple of a child bom before tiic i6th <^ a-fethp-** 
Jiff, has it been found proper to admit in the Bible biftorfr 
and io this cifcH may cafily'bc avoided. 

proper 
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Olfil, ft-oper place, it it expedieint to ^nhcgrthe number of 
his years, both at the tiine of Rehoboam^s birth) and 
that of his own death. 

DsHER allows 1 8 years for Solomon *s age at his 
acccffion. This arrangement incurs no objeQion from 
the foregoing hiftory. But the chronology of the 
times admits, nay the tourfe of nature requires, that hi$ 
nativity be placed a little higher, to prevent, as much as 
poflibie^ embarraflfment and perplexity in the fequel of 
the genealogical feries. 

This date depends entirely on the time when Uriah 
fell by the fvvord of the Ammonites, then at war with 
the armies of Ifrael ; and thd rife of that war may, 
v^ith biftorical coofiftency) be fuppofed two years earlier 
than the date affigned in the Annals. 

By this adjuftment of events and numbers, Solomon 
Was born in the aoth of David*s reign, and the 50th 
of his lifek The fon confequently began to reign in 
the 20th of his own age. But here a train of per- 
plexities fets computation at defiance. He died in the 
60th of his life. Hence dedu£l the 41 years of Reho- 
boam, the refidue denotes the 19th of Solomon. From 
the courfe of nature no incredible or abfurd confe- 
quence enfues. But the hiftory both of the father and 
the fon remonftraces. With the two original texts 
fpecifying the age of the fon, almoft every ancient ver- 
(ion agrees, and the few variations afford no probable 
folution. Though the notations of number are uni« 
form, confent is uniformity in error. Many and forci* 
ble reafons induce the belief, that the original notes of 
<^ number 
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number have accidentally been enlarged. Of thcJi 

reafons fome afied the charader of Solomon. 

RehoboanCs Mother was an Ammonitefs. 

"An Ammonite and a Moabitc (hall not enter into 
the congregation of the Lord ; even unto their loth 
generation fliall they not enter into the congregation of 
the Lord for ever." The reafon is afiigned : '* Becaufi; 
they met you not with bread and with water in the 
way ; — and becaufe they had hired againft thee Ba- 
laam the fon of Beor to curfe thee ♦•" 

This law was an abfolute prohibition without ex* 
ception of perfons, or limitation of time. The tenth 
^enerationy SinAfor ever^ are interchangeable terms, as is 
evident from the diflblutioix of fuch marriages in the 
days of Nehemiah, more than looo years, that is, 30 
generations after the paflage over Jordan. This prince 
is on that occafion named, not without a peculiar mark 
of infamy. " Did not Solomon king of Ifrael fin by 
tbefe things ? even him did outlandifli women caufe to 
fin t." 

Reiioboam, if his age be accurately defined, wa$ 
one year old at the death of David, who certainly would 
not have approved this grofs violation of a divine fta- 
tute, fo peremptorily forbidden. In his laft charge to 
Solomon, the charafter is fet forth as pure without a 
flain. He is exhorted not to reform, but to perfevere. 
But this one deviation from rc£litude, had it been 

♦ Dcut. xxiii. 3. 4. I Nch. xiii. a6. 

known, 
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knoWDi muft have incurred reprehenfion, or at lead been 
marked, as an exception to that excellent chara6)er| 
which is exprefled without abatement, *' Thou art a 
wife man ♦." 

Presumed it maybe that this illicit connexion was 
concealed from the aged fovereign. But that it was a 
connexion of a fubfequent date, may reafonably be in* 
ferred from the unreferved approbation of the divine 
Being intimated to the young prince, firft at Gibeon, 
and repeated after the dedication of the temple t. The 
refult of thefe obfcrvations is, that Rehoboam was not 
born in the lifetime of David, neither before the dedi- 
cation of the temple^ and fo was not 41 years old at 
the demife of Solomon. This pofition derives credi- 
bility from circumftances recorded in his own hifior}'. 
*• Rehoboam having rejefled the falutary advice of 
the old men^ who flood before his father while he yet 
lived, confulted with the young men, who were grown 
up with him, and flood before him ; and faid unto them, 
What advice give yer And the young men fpake unto 
him, &c. X ** Both the requiCtion and the anfwer fa- 
voured more of juvenile precipitation than of mature 
experience. All feem to have been under age, without 
cither the underflanding of men, or the fimplicity of 
children. In that age of time men were not denomi- 
nated youngf at or after 40. 

Again, Abijah his fon, as foon as feated on the 
ihrone, thus expoflulated with Jeroboam king of Ifrael, 

• I Kings, iii. 9. f i Kings, iii. 5. and ix, i. 

J f Kings, xii. 6—10. 

Q^ 2 and 
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And bis faAion. ^ Vain men, the children of Bdtaf 
Arengtbened themreives againft Rchoboam, when be, 
being young and tender-hearted, could not withfiand 
them ** /* If this apology infinuated inexperience or 

• iekSt of intelle&ual vigour, it was improper, tuid 
fcarcely confident with decorum and filial regards 
if literally to be underftood of premature age, the 
cenQire was appofite and pointed. This notation it 
more decifive than the other, and both, fuperadded ta 
the former remarks, induce the opinion, that Rebo* 
boam^s age was not 41 at the deadi of his father. 

Time of Solomon* s Defe^ion, 

His connexion with flrange women, and the birtft 
of a fon by an Ammonirefs before the expiration of hit 
19th year, are, if admitted, incontrovertible proofs of 
early depravity. But this prefumption vaniihes, when 
it is confidered that the divine approbation, fubfequent 
to the dream and vifion at Gibeon, juflifies the infers 
cnce, that his heart was then pure from every habit of 
licentioufners, and from the pride of life. ** Fro ward 
thoughts fcparate from God ; for into a malicious {ovi 
WISDOM fhall not enter, neither dwell in a body en« 
flaved unto fin. The holy fpirit of difciplinc will flee 
from deceit, and remove from thoughts without under* 
Handing +." A fucJden tranfition from the vigour of 
good principles and habits, efpecially if they be the ac<« 
quifition of eariy life, to the lowell fink of itXilataXttyf 

• ft Chron. xiii. 6. 7* f Wifdpm of Solomon,!. j«^. 
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if Scarcely conceivable. This fablimci nboddl of human 
excellence, like many inferior charaders, degenerated^ 
by flow imperceptible degrees, into folly and vice : and 
this immoral familiarity with the Ammonitefs might 
have been the very firfl ftep towards apoftacy. At 
whatever time he arrived at the kfl: ftage of his fatal 
career in wickednefs, the birth of Rehoboam cannot be 
fjftpp6fed prior to the dedication 6f the temple. Nei- 
ther can its date be brought much kme#. If he w^re 
^i years old at hii accelTiob, his nativity will ooiilcidff 
with the 9tb of his father's feign, the very year of tho 
dsdtcatioB ; but thb arrangement is at variance witb 
the graciotis communications and promifes vodchiafed, 
when the Lord appeared to him the feceoiKi timey as at 
Gibeon formerly *. On that occafion motives to (ta*^ 
biPity were enforced^ without the leaft reference to paft 
nxvfcondu£l. It mud however be granted, that no 
time moch later can, confiflentty with the Aibfequent 
feries o£ genealogy, be afligned for Rehoboam's birth. 
If it be brought forward to the o^th of the father*i 
rtign, when he had fini(hed the temple and his own 
palace ; the ftm muft have fucceeded to the crown in 
)m 1 61b year, whkh early age fecms to accord with 
tbofe accounts, already quoted, of his youth and tender- 
m6 of hean. But the arguments on the oppoiice fide 
preponderate. 

I. Rehoboam muft have died in his 33d year: — 
^ co^clufion incongruous with the few years and nu- 

• I Kings, ix. a— ^ 

Q^ 3 merous 
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merous family of his fon Abijah. Afa too mud have 
been born in the infancy of Abijah, and Jehofhaphat in 
the infancy of Afa ; in like manner Jehoram in the 
infancy of Jehofliaphat, and Ahaziah in the infancy of 
Jehoram. Thefe natural reafons are infurmountable, 
while thofe of the moral kind fubfill in their invariable 
nature and full force ; for 

2. The 24th of Solomon was that very year in which 
he had finifhed the Lord's houfe and his own houfe* 
The fame was the date of the fecond appearance, like 
unto the firft at Gibeon. In both, the teftimony of the 
divine acceptance was abfolute ; in both the liability of 
the kingdom was the condition of liability in obedience. 
No admonitions to reformation are implied, becaufe no 
inftances of paft provocation are expreflcd. Yet cer- 
tainly Solomon's connexion with the Ammonitefsy 
(whether by wedlock or by concubinage, it matters not, 
for both were flriftly forbidden), was of a prior date. 
Here is a horned argument, which pu(hes both ways, 
and both ways with equal force. 

Except the idea above fuggelled, of a gradually 
flow progrefs in degeneracy, no other expedient for 
eluding the whole refuU of the objedion occurs. As 
apoftacy, no lefs than advances to perfeftion, has its 
imperceptible ftages, fo the diftinflion between immoral 
aBs in an individual, and thofe which affcft the func- 
tions of a public charafler, feems not improper. David, 
in his private capacity, derived an indelible ftain from 
his condufl tow{irds a private family. This is the fole 
p:jception to the glorious charafler given after his 

dc^th ; 
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death : " He did that which was right in the eyes of 
the Lord> and turned not afide from any thing which 
the Lord commanded him all the days of his life, fave 
only in the matter of Uriah ♦." One honourable in- 
gredient in his regal department is, an invariable at- 
tachment to purity of worfhip, and uniform oppofition 
to all idolatrous rites. In this view David was always 
fet forth as the pattern of Solomon's imitation. ** If 
thou wilt walk in my ways, to keep my ilatutes and 
commandments, as thy father David did walk, &c. +** 
In the event of provocations in private conduQ, per* 
fonal chaftifements were denounced ; but (hould the 
fovereign, or his children, turn afide and ferve other 
gods, the kingdom was to be divided, and Ifrael to be 
cut off* out of the land. 

Admit that Solomon had begun his fatal intercourfe 
with flrange women about the time the temple was 
finiOied, or even a little before, yet was he on the verge 
of fenillty before his many wives turned away his heart 
after other gods \ : and his reign had nearly expired 
before the prophet was fent to announce the divifion of 
the kingdom, after his deceafe §• This meflage, with 
a brief account of his feeking to kill Jeroboam, con- 
cludes the hiflory of Solomon's life and reign. 

In fome intermediate period mud Rehoboam have 
been born, neither fo early as the exit of David, nor 
long after the dedication of the temple ; for at his ac- 

• I Kings, XV. 5. f I icings, iii. 14. and ix. 4*^10. 

^ 1 Kings, xii. 4. % 1 Kings, xi. 31. 40. 

Q^ 4 ccffion, 
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ceflion, fuch a number of years muft be allowed as may 
be fufHcicnt to regulate the enfuing genealogies by the 
courfe of nature. For this end 27 years are fully adequate. 
On thf higheft probability, therefore, may the nativity 
of Rehoboam be put in connexion with the 33d year of 
his father's life, the 13th of his reign^ the loth from 
the foundation of the terpple, and the very year after it 
was dedicated ^. 

Every judicious refider, who accurately coinparef 
ail circumftaiices recorded in the facred billory con-> 
f:erning fhls yery mixed charader, will be convinced^ 
that the obferyations both of Whifton and his author* 
^e incapable of a full confirmation. For, i. Each 
proceeds on the romantic hypothefis that Solomoi^ 
feigned 80, and lived 94 years. 2. That Hadad begai| 

^ This is a proper place for inferting^ a ftrangc rcTcric of 
Whiftop in two notes 00 Jofephus. <* Since the beginning of 
Solomon's evil and wicked life, and adverfity, was at the time 
when Hadad, or Ader, who was born at leaft 20 or 30 years 
before Solomon came to the crown, in the days of David, be- 
gan to give him difturbancc ; this iipplics that Solomon's evil 
)ifc began early and continued very long> whicfc the multitude 
pf hi& wives and concubines does plainly imply alfo: I fuppoic 
when he was not 50 years of age. — The youth of Jeroboam, 
when Solomon built the walls of Jerufakm, not very long after 
Jie had finilhed his 20 years in building the temple, and his own 
palace, or not very long after the a 4th of his reign, and his 
youth ilill here mentioned, when Solomon's wickednefs was 
become intolerable, fully confirm my former obfervatioii, that 
iuch his wickednefs began early, and continued very long."— 
^'hifton's Jofephus, Ant. viii. 7. 6—8. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



fnm David u Jbsus Christ. 133 

to give bim difturbance immediately after the death of 
David i whereas that diflurbance is exprefsly referred to 
Solomon's old age. 3. Jeroboam is charaderifed as a 
young man in a very late period of Solomon's reign. 
4« Long after Solomon's two great buildingS) in the 
a4th year from the death of David, he (hone in the full 
|K>fle(Eon of wifdom, piety, patriotifm, and renown^ 
In a former Iheet of this Analyfis, p. 68, are the atii> 
tborities colleded. 5. Neither Jofephus, nor his tran- 
flator, diftinguiOi as they pught, and as the facred hif- 
torian had ^^tiy properly done before them, between 
the idolatry and other immoralities of this prince* 
6. Highly probable it is, that the meflage denounced by 
the prophet^ concerning the partition of the kingdom^ 
was the firft providential circumftance which led Solo- 
mon to repentance. 7. That he became a genuine 
penitent is naturally inferred from his experimental 
reflexions on the vanity and vexation arifing from fen- 
fuality and the pride of life : — reflexions which would 
pot fo readily occur to a mind, inebriated with the 
^gh-fa(hioned elegancies of corporeal pleafure; neither 
pottld he, wichooc cxcefs in their ufe, defcribe them 
with fuch painful compunfiion ; much lefs refolve the 
chief good of man into obedience and the fear of God. 
Thefe are not the fentiraents of a voluptuary purfuing 
the wild career of vicious indulgence. 8. Though 
4.0 years be taken from his reign, yet flrong arc the 
probabilities that he did not become licentious in the 
irxurcme, till after he was 50 years old. He died in the 

beginning 
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beginning of his 6oth year, fome time after Jeroboam 
removed into Egypt, whence his reformation has been 
dated. The general inference is, that his defeflion was 
neither early, nor of long continuance. 

Thus is reftificd an egregious mifiake of namerical 
fignaturcs, not by fimilar figures of different value, not 
by parallel texts, not by various readings in original 
copies, ancient verCons, quotations, rafli conje^ures, 
&c. but by evidence much more decisive, the harmony 
of hifiorical circumftances, and the uniform procefs of 
nature. Rehoboam, at the age of 27, might properly 
be faid to have been not only the companion of young 
tnen, but young and tender-hearted. 

Harmer*s Criticifm. 

This very ingenious author maintains the common 
opinion, and hence derives inferences deftrudive of his 
own fcheme. " It appears from the age of Rehoboam, 
that Solomon was married before his coming to the 
crown ; whereas this affinity with Pharaoh*s daughter 
was made fome time after ; and from this fong [the 
canticles] it appears, that he not only was married, 
but had fcvcral wives of the higheft rank, as well as 
niany who were called concubines, at the time of thofe 
nuptials which this fong celebrates, ch, vi. 8. 

^< The firfl wife of every eaftern prince is, and was 
wont to be confidered, as the principal, and whatever 
addition was made to the number of their wives who 
had dowry, they ufually preferved their prerogatives ; 

yet 
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y«t It might not be impoflible to remove fucb a one 
from her dignity ♦/* 

Facility of conjeflure may be attained with liitlc 
trouble, and employed to little purpofe. It is here 
aifumed that Solomon was married, and his fucceflbr 
born, before he came to the crown. No attempt is 
tried to afcertain the age of the young monarch. Whe- 
ther it were 14, 18, 20, or more or lefs, than any of 
thefe numbers, the author regards not. It is enough to 
affirm, that Solomon was married, and had a fon, before 
his affinity with the princefs-royal of Egypt. All this 
is furmife, not evidence. It is nowhere faid, that 
Maacah, the Ammonitefs, was married to Solomon. 
If (he were, the connexion was, by the laws of tlie 
kingdom, null and void. As ihe was an alien, incapable 
of rank and preeminence, (as a matron or queen in 
Ifrael), by a particular aft of exclufion, all her prero- 
gatives could have no exiftence but in the fertile fancy 
of a poetical antiquary. By the fame licence of fiftion 
too, Rehoboam was born before his father vtras inveflcd 
with royalty. This pofition feems to reft on the au- 
thority of two texts, which, brought to the teft of found 
criticifra, are found to exprefs erroneous numbers. 
The princefs of Egypt was it feems not the firft or 
principal wife of Solomon ; but though (he was not* 
the other, Ko whom thefe prerogatives belonged, might 
poffibly be removed from her dignity. It is not af- 

♦ Outlines of a Commentary on Solomon's Song, drawn by 
t)ie aid of Initrudioi^s from the Eaft, p. ^%, 53. 

fcrtedi 
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ferted, that Maacah, fike Va(hri, was difmifled with the 
formalities of a divorce. For the iogenioas autbcy 
j^oceeds: 

** 1 AM fuppofing that ftie [the firll and principa) 
queen of SoJoraon} was an Iffaelitefs," p. 65. Neither 
is it z&medy that this Ifraelitefs was degraded to xaa\j6 
W97 for Pharoah's daughter* No fuch tbthg. Mr. 
Harmer rather thinks ^ that a prince, fo remarkaUe f»r 
finding expedients^ might reconcile jarring intereils by 
an equal diviflon of honours/'—- Here again is a hh\c% 
but not cunningly devifcd. The exigence of this If-» 
faelitefs^ and her adnal efpoufals, alfo her pi*ioriiy of 
time, and preeminence in ranky ought to have been 
afcertained. If th^ prince had the peculiar addrefs to 
balance with dexterity the etiquette of court honours^ 
his &ill feems to have forfaken hin in this inftance* 
for from the furface of the poem it is obvious, that 
jealoufy and envy are the prominent qualities of iho 
female interbcutors. Equality of honours was iacom'- 
patibie with the (upremacy of one* j^ven the catai* 
^ophe does not reconcile ^tfrrnsr^ intirefis. 

The plan or conftrufUon of the poem plsBnly intKr 
nates, that Solomon, by marr}'ing a foreign princefs 
of Ham's fwar^hy family, bad given offence to the vir- 
gin daughters of Son, She, apprehenfive of difcou* 
lagement from this circumflante, makes, fuch appofitt 
apologies, as might prevent unfavourable impreflions^ 
f* 1 am black, but comely, O ye daughters of Jerufalem, 
I/>ok not upon me becaufe I am black, becaufe the fiin 
)iatb looked upon me.'* Complexion is thus properly 

lefolved 
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re&>lv»d into the iafluence of clioMte, That dark neb 
of hue was no exception to Solomon's choicCf whofe 
generous love overlooked the exterior diftinflions of 
colour and form. This ftranger-queen exprefles every 
where conjugal affcflion in its pureft ardours, and com^ 
ptacency in its fublimeft tranfports. The daughters of 
Jerufaleniy though moved with jealoufy and envy, pre- 
ferve the decorum fuitable to connubial folemnities, yet 
obliquely inlinuate hints difrefpedrul to the prince : 
^* What is thy beloved more than another beloved, O 
thou faireft among women ? What is thy beloved more 
than another beloved, that thou doft fo charge us?" 

Ths fundamental idea of the poem fcems to be, the 
contempt and enmity of the Jews towards the Gentiles^ 
when thejatter were received into an equal participation 
of privileges with the former. Long before the days 
of Solomon had this event been foretold in the oraclet 
of prophecy : " I will move them to jealoufy with thofc 
who are not a people ; I will provoke them to anger 
with a foolifli nation ♦.'* This prediftion is fully veri- 
fied in the four gofpels, and in the afls of the apoftles^ 
The jealoufy and anger of the Jews impelled them to 
all the wild extremes of perfecution ; for they conG- 
dered Chrift, his apoIUes, and the difciples of both, as 
blafphemers againft Mofes, againft the temple, and 
againft God ; and all, as many of their own nation as 
had become profelytes to the Chriftian faith, they pro- 
nounced apoilates. Such feems to be primary fenti-^ 

• Dcut* xKii. at. 
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tnent, and ultimate truth, adumbrated in this beautifol 

allegory. 

To the eilabliihment of this conclufion it is not ne« 
cefTary with Mr. Harmer to fuppofe, that Solomon had 
cFpoufed an Ifraelitefs before Pharaoh's daughter, a coa^ 
jefture which hiflory does not authorife. The ufage 
of polygamy is foreign to the plan of the poem. Its 
general fubjeft is not properly Solomon and Chrift in 
their diftin£i perfonalities ; but the exiftence of the 
Jewifh church when the princefs of Egypt became their 
queen, and alfo when Chrift came to extend mercy to 
mankind at large. The particular fubjeft is the refent- 
ment of the Jews on both thefe occafions ; the one 
being an image of the other *. 

• «< I would advife, that this produdlion be treated accord- 
ing to the eftablifhed rules in this kind of allegory, fully and 
cxprefsly delivered in the facred writings, and that the author 
be i^ermitted to be his own interpreter. In this refpcdl the 
errors of critics and divines have been as numerous as they 
have been pernicious. Not to mcntTon other abfurdities, they 
Lave taken the allegory, not as denoting the univerfal ftate of 
the church, but the fpiritual ftate of individuals, than which 
nothing can be more inconfiftent with the very nature and 
ground-work of the allegory kfelf, as well as with the general 
pradice of the Hebrew poets on thefe occafions." Biihop 
Lowtb'8 Lcfturcs on Sf Poetry, voL ii. p. 331. 
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CHAP. IL 
Second Series of XIV. Generations continued, 

3. Abijahm 

"tJ I S age, when he affumed the crown and fceptre in, 
Judah, is not defined. It is therefore to bepo* 
flulated according to phyfical probability. His father 
died at the age of 44, as above flated. The only 
remaining circumftances on wtich computation muft 
proceed are, that he reigned three years, and died th« 
father of 22 fons and 16 daughters *. For this reafon 
the earlieft period of Rehoboam's life, confident with 
the age of procreation, is to be admitted as the probable 
date of the fon's birth. In a few inftances, it has beea 
neceflary to allow but 16 years for the interval of fa- 
mily defcenrs, and this is one of the number. Thus 
Abijah's age at his acceflion was 28, and at his death, 
31. The only forefeen obje£lion to computation is the 
number of his children at fo early a term of life. It is 
however obviated by a very feafonable remark of th« 

* % Chron. xili. at. 

facrcd 
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facred hiftorian. His 38 fons and daughters ii^re by 
14 mothers. 

4. AJa. 

Neither is his age, at the time of his inveftiture 
with royalty, expreffed. The former rule muft again 
be applied. At his father's deceafe he feems to have 
been a minor ; for it is recorded, " that he removed 
Maacah his mother from being queen, becaufe (he had 
made an idol in a grove *." From the circumflance 
of her making an idol in a grove, Selden conje6lures 
that (he was a prieftefs of AQieroth, the Aftarte of the 
Phenicians, who had a magnificent temple at Hierapolis 
in Syria, the fame with the Grecian Venus. That fhe 
might no longer patronife idolatry in Judah, Afa, as 
foon as he came of age, diveftcd her, of the regency, 
ifter (he had held that dignity three years. By this com- 
putation he was bom in the 18th of his father's life» 
fucceeded him as a minor when 13 years old) and at 
the legal age of 16 commenced his perfonal reign« 
Jofephus (ays, that this prince, by God's bleffing, ob- 

• a Chron. xv. 16. Concerning her name and natural rela- 
t'on to Aia, different accounts arc given. Maacah is the nanie 
of Abijah's mother, \ Kings, xt. %, where Ihc is likcwifc faid 
to haive been a daughter of Abifhalom. Jofephus agrees in 
both thefe defignations, and adds, that (he was a grand- 
daughter of Abfalom by Tamar. She was therefore the gran^" 
slaughter of Abfalom, and grandmother of Aia. According 
to the Hebrew phraieology, even remote dcfcendants are very 
vfually called fons and daughters. See. Dr. Wall on the text 
.laft (quoted; and Jofcphusi Aut« Tiii. xo. z, 

tained 
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tained a long aiid happy ]i/e» as tbe reward of his piety 
and righteoufnefs *. The Bible extols his many and 
eminent virtues; but (ays nothing of his long life. 
From tbe accomit above given of Abijah's (hort Uft 
and reign« it is certain, that Afa*s age could not -exceed 
54. Joiephus, when not direOed by notations of time 
in the facred Annals, ufuaJly amplifies numbers t^ 

5. yehcjhaphat. 

Ax the age of 35 be began his reign of ^5 years* 
and confequently was born in the I9tb of his father 
Afa'slifcJ. 

6. Jihoram. 

•« He was 32 years old when he began to reign, and 
reigned eight years in Jerufakm $.'* By tbi* notation 

• Ant. yill. 12. 6. 

t Thl9 author agrees In crcry ?ariation concerning Maacab# 
with refpcA to the fpcdftCRtions already mentioned-^as the 
wife of Rehoboam, the fDother of Abijah and Afa, the daligh* 
ter of AbiUom. In Jcfephvs, Ant. viii. iz. 4* Micaiah is the 
name of Afs^s mother : and in 1 Chron. xiii. %. Abijah's mother 
it fo exprefled, with this addition, <* that ihe was a daughtcf 
of Uriel of Oibeah." Thefe variations infer no uncertainty. 
The difcreuoc of the name does tiot neceflarily imply a diver- 
fity of pedbis. Much greater Tariations in orthography arc 
coAfiftent with the uiage of divede dialers. Uriel was moft 
probably the hufband of Abialom's daughter (Tamar), whole 
daughter Maacah, or Micaiah, was the mother of Abyah, and 
the grandmother of Aik« in whoie mliority ihe was queen 
regent^ and depofed when he came of age. 

t a Chiton. xxx« gx. 4 4 Chron. nL i. 

R hil 
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his age at dcatii did not exceed 40* Hence refaU fc-' 
vcral difficulties in computation, not to be obviate*- 
othermfe, than by taking the chronological charaQcrg 
of thiSfwign, in conneftion with thofe of the enfliing. 

••J Elf OK AM had feveral fons (their number notfpe- 
dfied) ; and a band of Arabians, Ethiopians, and Phi- 
liftines, came up againfi Judah, and carried away aU 
the fubflance found in the king's houfe, and his fons 
Jllfo, and his wives, fo that never a fon was left him, 
fave Jchoahaz, [Ahaaiah], the yonngefl of his fons : — 
him the inhabitants of Jemfalem made king in his (fa- 
ther's) ftead; for the band of men, that came up with 
the Arabians to the camp, had flain all the reft. Forty 
and two years old was Ahaziah when he began to 
reign. He reigned eight years in Jerufalem, and his 
hiot'her^s name was Athalia, the 'daughter [of Ahab ana 
grand-daughter] of Omri*.*' The notation for Aha- 
ziah's age, 42, is happily correded into 22+. Dr. 
"Wall in his note on the place, not without rcafout 
pronounces this larger number one of the rtoft palpable 
tniftakes, and wrong readings in the Hebrew text of 
thi^ book (2 Chronicles). " Few,'* he fays, « of the 
reft are correSed in the Greek verfion, but this is.** 
Kennicott afligns the moft probable fource of the mif- 
take. For 30 42, ^3 22, had' inadvertently been 
Tubftituted. ' This fets the matter right at once, 'Pie 
true ijthnter' he obferves is read univei-fally in all tjie 
li^anflatlans^^^s, wel^as in the origixial of Kings ; in the 

f % ChTon*^%l. 6. and ch. xxii. $. ^ f f Kingfj viii. 26. 
> >- Syrxac 
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Syfiac and Arabic verfions of the Chronicles ; and in 
the valuable printed edition of the Septuagint by Aldus* 
in 1 51 8. He might have added the excellent in^refliou 
at Frankfurt, fol. 1697. . . ^ ... ^ . . 

That fingular criterion, which gives a fon the rank 
of feniority to a father; — a feniority of two years, and 
recorded in an ancient hiftory ; — has every reafon to 
be confidered as a writ of error, and the title thepcc 
accruing as a counterfeit. The fcribes, from igaorance^ 
make a falfe report. The hiAorian's notations accoiidf 
with nature. For a father, dying at 40, might leave a 
fon 22 years old. This youngeft fon, however, had 
elder brothers ; and, td the convldion of all impartial 
judges, it may be certified that the age of Jchorani 
was 32^ when he began his joint reign, and 36 at his 
father's death. His age was confequently 44, Ahaziah 
beirlg born in his 22d year, and h|s elder fons> by feveral 
mothers, between the 16th and 22d. As in genealogy 
theArchbifhop's knowledge is fuperficial, fo his decifions 
are incongruous often with his premifei. Yet even he 
faw the propriety of admitting, that the 32d of Jefio- 
ram's age ought to be reckoned from his advancement 
to thejhrone in his father's life-time. 

This Ahaziah, having reigned one year togethef 
with his father, which as complete makes the 8th and 
lad of his adminiftration \ and one full year more after 
his deceafe* was, in the 24th of his own life, cut off by 
the fword of Jehu; As the feventh in fucceflion from 
David exclufively, be ought, on tb<p authority of the 
royal calendar in Judah, to be included in this feries. 
R 2 But 
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But he IS otnitted in riie IIB of ChrilPs ancdfor* hf 
the cvangelitt Matthew ; and as not now extant in this^ 
diviGon> he is here m like manner left out, though, for 
rcafons to be mentioned, it may be requifite to replace 
"him witfr others v both to Wl up the triple feries, and 
to reconcile the Old and New Teflament resiftcrs. 

His mofhcr Athalia, having (Tain all the feed royal 
in Judah,. except the in fan* Joafh, iavaded the throne,, 
and fell, ^htt, an ttfurpauon of fvx years, a vlflim to 
the refcntments of tiie princes and people of the land,, 
and to the juflice of an avenging Providence. 

7. yehoajhy or yoajh. 

On the exprefs authority of notations in the facreJ 
records, has his cbim to the throne bccir evinced. Were 
his lirieige, as an immfediate foi> of Ahaziah, lefs cer- 
tain, the iclefcent of Jefas Chrift frtnn David woiild be 
more doiifitfuL But the dirc6i evidences of this faS, 
produced in the foregoing pages, fhew, that idle conjec- 
tures and chimerical notions merit no regard. Tbi» 
itYfant, (refcued froi» his unnatural grandmother by the 
humanity of his father*^s filler Jeholheba, the wife of 
Jehoiadah the high prieft, who, in virtue of his oflke, 
prefided with fupreme authority over the temple, vfherc 
the young prince with his nurfe had been concealed fix 
years^, Wai**l?bence conduced io the throne, at the age 
of fe^dil fuB ytHh. He reigned 40, and conleqaenriy 
iki ^t thfe ^ge of 47. Ufter, mifled by his erroneous 
c6mbiiiaiBBhi!rf ^Hginkl tl^tnbcf^ <miitilateis this reign 

•'hyreatf(!ing?tt0 39- '. ^ - - - 

* - 8, Amaziah. 
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%, Amaziah. 

At the ^ of 25 he began iiis reign of 29 years, 
and died at the age of 54^. 

(^. AraT^aht Azariahf ox XJTiziah. 

^ All the people of the land took Azariab, who 
was 16 years old, and made him king in the fieadof 
Ama^lah his father +/' The parallel texts agreeing, 
like two living witneffes, in thearticle^f time, fuper- 
fcde farther evidence. Yet notations appaiently dif- 
cordant create hefitation, whether Azariah were 16 
years old at the deceafe of his father, or at fo»e fabfe- 
•quent period ? That text which conne£ls the firft of 
Uzziah*s reign with the i6th of his life, refers both to 
ihe 27th of Jeroboam II. king of Ifrael. This middle 
term in reckoning is appo£te and decisive. 

"In the 38th year of Azariah king of Judah did 
Zachariah tbe Ton of Jeroboam reign ia Samaria fix 
months:]:. Thefe fix mo&ths ended in the 39th of the 
•iame reign, A. M. 3237, Hence AibtraA 39, the 
remainder 3198 denotes the bft year of Amaziah, and 
the 14th of Jeroboam. Btit the 27tli of Jeroboam was 
the i6tfa of Aradaih. His government therefore had a 
double commencement ; — a minority of 12 years begun 
ifi the 15th of Jerpboam ; — and a perfonal idgn in the 

* 2 Chron. xxv. 1. 

f % Kings, xiv. ai. and % Chron. xxvi. 1-^3. 

t 2 Kings XV. Z. 

R 3 27th 
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27th of the fame rejgn. The 38th, 39th, 50th, an4 
fldy are all computed from the death of Amaziah, as if 
no minority h^d taken pFacc. In the fame manner 12 
ye^rs of anarchy in Samaria,, from the death of Jeror 
boam II. to the d^^ath of Zachariah, are iri like manner 
omitted. By two notations however are they retained^ 
or rather reffored ; — Ama^iah lived 15 years after the 
death of Joafh king of Ifrael * ; and Uaziah was i6yfar| 
pld when he began his perfonal adminiftratioif * 

10. Jotham. 

' One rule for computing the lives and reigns of 
kings has been premifed» and often exemplified. In a 
€onjun6l reign the age of the junior monarch is com^ 
puted from the partnerfiiip in authority, but his folq 
reign from the demife of his predeceffor, or it includes 
the laft incomplete year of the forroef. 

UzziAH, it is well known, had beci^ froitten by the 
hand of Heaven with an incurable leprofy ; unto the 
day of his death he dwelt in a feveral houfe, fccluded 
from fociety; and Jotham his ion was over the 
king's houfe, judging the people of the land +. Thefc 
circumftances indicate continuance of time. The fpace 
of the regeqcy is not defir^ed, but. a term agreeable tq 
the courfe of nature may be afltimed. Suppofe there^ 
fore Jof ham began bis vicarious reign at the age of 25, 
he was therefore bom in the 25th of his father's life, 

• a Kings, 3yy. j 7. This charader of time is, on account of 
its importance^ repeated a Chron. xxv. 25. 
, f a Chron. xxvi. ai. 

and 
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laA {}egan his own fole reign at the age of 31 ; add 16 
ibr his reign» lie died at the age of 47. No remon- 
ftrance occurs, and from nature, phronology, or hiftory^ 
emergent difficulties in genealogy are anticipated. 

II. Ahax^ 

His age when be began to retgn, is in two parallel 
texts faid to have been 20 *. His father, a^s the num- 
l>^s have been tranfmitted, reigned 16 and lived 36 
yeaF8« Ahaz was, by this reckoning, bom in the i6th 
of Joth^m. This arrangement, appofite and conciliatory 
as it may appear^ is inadequate^ ; for the very next flep 
in computation ijders a contradidioa. 

iz, HezikiaK 

At his acceflicn he was 25 years old t. But as his 
idther's life and reign <lid not exceeded {, the (on was 
born when the father's age was but 1 1 • WhiAon pro- 
nounces this notation one of the greated difficulties in 
all the Bible, On the authority of Tremellius, Uftier 
has recourfe to a retrograde computation, (bis ufual ex- 
pedient for folving emergent perplexities), by fuppofing 
the facred hiflorian meant, that Ahaz was 20 years old* 
not when he himfelf, but when his father Jotham began 
to reign. If Jb, Ahaz was born in the 5th year of 
Jotham's age ; or by the corredion above propofed, in 
Jthe nth. Both thefe critics are extremely unfortunate. 

* % Kipg«, XTi. s. and s Cbron. xz^ti. i. 

f i CbroBr xxlx. I. \ % Cbr^n. xxviii. i. 

R4 They 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



S4S dtKKAtO G.Y 

They folveone contradielion, by recommending to their 
readers the belief of an equal, or greater abfurdity* 
Kennicott, in all his three voluminous diflcrtations, 
overlooks this clufter of incongruous numbers. Wall, 
in his note on 2 Chron, xxviii. i. remarks, that the 
Complutenfian, Aldine, Alexandrine, Gr. and Vulg. Lat. 
Pentateuch, agree with the Heb. here and in 2 Kings, 
xvi. 1. and ihat the Vat. Greek copy in tlie former 
text, reads 2$ for the age of Ahaa. Whiflon approves 
the emendation, and confirms it by the authority of 
the Armenian, and other verfions. He might have 
a^d the two valuable- printed editions of the Septua<» 
gint, that by Field in 1653, and that by Wecheliut 
in 1697. 

UsH£R, inconfiftently with his own poflulate, admits 
that Jocham was 95 yearrs old, when his adminiflraHoq 
at tlie time of bis father's Icprofy began, and that he 
reigned 16 without a colleague. As above noted be 
died at the age of 47. Subtract 25 for the age of 
Ahaz^, at the demilip of Jotham, acpording to the moft 
f:6rre£l editions of the SeptuaginS the furplus 22 is the 
age of Jotham at the birth of Ahaz : and 25 -^ 1 6=41 : 
the refult indicates the laft otAhaa; then4i-— 25=16^ 
denotes the age of Ahaa at tbe birth of Hezekiab% 
Thus is furmounted every femblaiKe of variation, in 
hiftorical and chronological charafters, from the courfe 
of nature. This early inftancc of procreation it bas« 
in one other cafe, that of Rehoboam, been neceflary to 
admit. Such examples, though not without precedent5, 
arp rirc \ but ought not to be rejcflcd under the notion of 
7 phyfical 
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phyfical improbabilities. Here we fliould liave had two 
in (ueceflion, and, what mufl be reprobated as impoflTible 
without a miracle, a Ton bom in the 1 ith of his father's 
Kfe. A minute icrtuiny into the ufual phrafeology of 
the facred writers, the variations in parallel textsof the 
original, the difcordant notations inantient verfions,and 
contextual analogy to nature, have reftored confiftency 
with truth in many cafes where palpable abfordity was 
otherwife unavoidable. Without the [eaft apprebenfioa 
of hurting verifimilitude, the worthy Metropolitan 
mentions an hypothe(is which makes Ahaz bam in the 
5th or I Ith of Jotham ;*— and Hezekiah in the \ ith of 
Ahaz. Yet fo little attentive was he to confequences, 
that he abridges by one yeaff the life and reign of the 
father, and coniliu£h a pile of ablurdttics. Prideauxt 
mifled by his example, copied this lad miAake, and 
afterward found it ncceflary to compenfate a* deficient 
year by adding tinity to the (hort reign of Amon. 

13. ManaJJeh^ 

At the age of 12, afcended tlie throne^ Two in- 
ferences are obvious: r. He was born in the 42d year 
of his father's life, which was the 17 th of his reign. 
2. He was a minor, confequently a regent governed by 
repreientation four years. This long reign of 55 years* 
contributes bofh to the eale and certainty of compu- 
tation ; for except in one other inflance, that of Uz^ 
^iah, the reckoning by generations from David to 

• % Chron. xxsiit. x« 

Zedekiah, 
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Zeckkiahi hatth been To circumjlcribed, both in the af- 
cending and deicending feries, tliat it is extxemely dif- 
ficult to fix that one critical point in natural tirocy 
where probability is Bdnullible, or cootradi^n fuf* 
pe£ied| and unavoidable. 

14. Jmon. 

On the authority of two parallel texts, he began to 
reign at the age of 22, and died at 24 *» That 4 
ftrange fluctuation of opinion concetning thiA reign 
and life, among the ancient chronologers, did prevail, is 
evident from their jarring fentiments, as fet forth by 
the Metrq>olitan in his Chronologii Sacra, p. 83* 
With a needlefs expence of inveftigation and argu^p 
inent, he combats the hypothefis of Eufebius, who aCr 
figns, on the report of the 70 interpreters, 12 years ta 
the reign of Amon, and approves the cenfure of Syn^ 
cellus, who gives Eufebius the lie as to the duration of 
this reign. It is not a little extraordinary that both 
ihefe fathers acknowledge the Hebrew number to be 
two, and alfo the Septuagint number to be 12 : whereas 
all agree with the Hebrew, without the leaft veflige of 
a various reading in either of the parallel notations. 

He continues his firiflures on other writers with rc- 
fpcft to different views of the fame fubjcft. Sulpicius 
Sevcrus, in the- firft book of his facred hiftory, afHrms; 
that Amon*s reign did not exceed- two years ; but that 
'Jofiah hts fon reigned no more than 21 ; for he died in 

t a Kings, xxi. 19. and i^Cbron. xxxiii. az. 

the 
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itie third year after the celebration of the . memorabk 
pa (lover in his i8rh year. This altercation difcovers 
grofs ignorance in Eufebfosv. Syncelhis, ^verus, and 
TVrchbiftiop Lfflier. They pcfceived incoherence (boie- 
where, but could not defcry its fourcc: they forefaWf 
that if 10 years' were added to the reign of the father* 
as many muft be retrenched from that of the ion. They 
perhaps fufpefled, on tbe hypothefis of Amon having 
reigned but two years, that Jofiah at the age of 12 
begat the firft of his four fons. To the tijith of fhis 
facl they were unwilling to give their ianftion : to 
contradift it they had' not courage, b^ing perfuaded 
that God, as oft as it might be his pleafure, could work 
miracles; pioufly referring the time and occalion of 
fuch interpofition, to Infinite Wifdom« 

In fhort, from Eufebius bifhop of Cefarea, in the 
fourth, to Ufher archbilhop of Armagh, in the ieven* 
teenth century of the Chriftian era-, all the intermediate 
hidorians, critics, and chronologers, (if any fqch did 
exifi), faw confufion and perplexity in tbe notati9n& for 
thefe two kings [Amon and Jofiah] ; — all feem to have 
entertained the fentiment, that every fcribe pofleflbd 
the faculty of plenary infpiration no lefs than Mofef, 
Ezra, &c. — and all exprefs their opinion that a raiflakc 
has been committed in the- years, which define the 
length of their reigns. Without the leaft tin£lur« of 
acrimony may it be refnatked, that a very moderate 
degree of penetration would have fufficed to evince^ 
whether the years of the two kings at the time of their 
iiivefliture with royalty, were erroneous ; and if rea- 

fOQi 
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fens for the affirmative propofition fliould feem the 
more probable, cary it was Co bring this fubjeft to iti 
ultimate teft,— computation. 

From the point in debate obvious it is, that ten 
years more, than the length of Amon*s reign, and ten 
years lefs, than the quantity afcribed to JoHah, would 
remove certain perplexities in the chronology, gene- 
alogy, and hiflory of the period now under exa- 
mination. 

Be it recoUeded, that Manafleh reigned 55, and 
lived 67 years. At firft view it infers no abfurdity to 
fuppofe, that Amon*s age, at the deceafe of Manafleh, 
might poflfibly have been 42. Then 67 — 42 = 25: 
f his ruq>]us was, by the fuppofition, the age of the fa- 
ther at the nativity of the fon : — a conchifion in per- 
fect harmony with the courfe of nature, both in the 
retrograde and progreflive feries. It may |;>e enquired, 
whether this pofition derives confirmation from the 
fimilar figure of ancient numerical charafiers? An- 
iw^r ; The charafiers are the fame with thofe already 
produced to demonflrate, that Ahaziah king of Judah 
was not, and could not poflibly, be two years older than 
.bis father, Jehoranv The charaders 323 4^1 bad pre- 
f>oAerouiIy been interchanged for ^^ 22 ; aod here 
22 02, for 20 4^- Thus is tjaken out ^of the way 
every obftade which can pioduce variance between the 
^nitb of nature, and the truth of hiAory, in th^ reign 
-of Amon. Tiie fufpicion of error in the two texts, 
which define the reign and age of tbisprifice, b^s eluded 
the acumen^ of ail the critics, from Eufebius down to 

i Scaliger, 
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Scaliger, PetaU, U&ert Pridcaux, Bedford^ Jackfon, 
Kenncd/t Kcnnicotf, Wall, Whiftott, the Authors of 
the Ancient UnivcrW. HiAofy, &c. 

Certain obje£lioi|s« too jnomcntous to be over- 
looked, relative to tbe form, number, and order of thk 
feries, remain for examination. 

0bje6l. I. Thra Namesy wbicb fhe Ev akGmlist ix- 
eludes^ an hzkil inierpolated. 

These names are Ahaziah, JehoaOi, and Aroaziah. 
What reafons can be afligned for an omiflion, -which 
fets at variance the recordt of the tyro Teflaments ? 
Yardiey and Trapp, not to mention others, reply in ge- 
neral by fimilar queries; Why are two of Judah's dc- 
(cendants omitted in the firft book of the Chronicles } 
Why did Ezra leave out feven of his progenitors ? 
Anfwer : Neither of thefe authors propofcd a full lift 
of thofe families, much lefs a divifion into claffcs eqnikl 
in numbers. They add, that Matthew in particular 
fozAh no Temple cl leavihg out fome jperfons ^ell 
enough ktiown, thoi^h inconfiderablfe in diemfelves ; 
as other hiftorians do when they give a fummary ac- 
count of things : — that tbefe three, as well as any others 
might have been paflcd over ; — that Jehoram married 
Athaliah the daughter of Ahab, againft wbofe houfe a 
particular curfe had been denounced ;-^that the three 
here omitred were of that wicked houfe ;— and, that all 
three came to violent deaths. 

Allow thefe arguaients their full force, they miglit 
juftly be extended to the exdufion of many more i — 

of 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



45+ G E X E A L Cf G i 

of Rchoboam, Abijah, Jehoram, Aha^, NlanatfcB^. 
Amon. On no probable grounds can it be allegecf^ 
that the Evangeliil did omit th^fe three names in fail 
regifter; bccaufe without them it wouM be deficient. 
Much more likely it is, that certain fcribcs or criticrf^ 
equally ignorant and prefumptuous, finding more thaa 
14 names between David and Jeconias, i-afhly mutilated 
the catalogue, by omitting three in fucceffive order. 
Or the omifTion might be purely accidental. In the 
Greek, Ochozias and Ozias differ but by one fyllable^ 
and the one miftaken for the other would naturally oc- 
cafion the deficiency of three names ♦. Among the 
many various readings, coIleQed by Mill and Kufler, 
certain veftiges occur of intermediate names, which had 
anciently filled up part of the blank, though thefe differ 
from the Old Teftament catalogues. 

Ohje^. a. Ahaziah IJ retained in the Royal Calendar ^ 
but excluded from the Genealogy. 

It has been noted that Jehoafh, the immediate ion 
of this prince, bom in the la ft year of his grandfather^ 

* It might happen in this manner : \Kfafx ^ tytf.nn ro9 

Aftft^ftc *i tywn^t Tcy) Of a». Joram begat (Ochozias ; Ocho^ 
zias begat Joaz : Joaz begat Amazias, and Amazia» begat) 
Ozias. The fcribe while writing the words, i«»jxi/e* tyntzmt, 
mighty in conducing his eye back to the copy, miAake O^U? 
for Ox ('f** and thus leave out the intermediate names includ- 
ed in the parenthcfis. Future critics finding this mutilated 
copy more favourable to the 14 generations, prior to Jcconias^ 
yrcfcrrcd itto thofe other copies where nothing was omitted. 

Jehoram^ 
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Jchoram, makes no blank fpace in the Chronology, 
though this one link in the chain of family-defcents be 
withdrawn ; other examples of this rule occur in the 
next feries ; and by a different fcheme of arrangement, 
yet in referve, Ahaziah's name it may be found expedi- 
ent to replace, as neceffary to complete the roll. 

OhjeEl. 3. The 'EvAti GlsLl^r feems to clofe the fecond 
Series with Jos i AS, ivho is here referved for the firjl 
of the thirdy and lajl Divijion. 

Answer; If the regtfter in the firft chapter of 
Matthew be well undcrftood, and fitly arranged, it may 
be requifitc to comprehend Jofias in this laft divifion ; 
cfpecially if the number 14 be, otherwife, incomplete. 
It remains to l?e (hewn, in the enfuing chapter, that 
Jofeph of Nazareth was not the father of our Lord'$ 
human nature, in the flrift fenfe of the word,, and muft 
confequently be excluded. Much lefs was Jefus Chrift 
one of his own progenitors according to the flefli. 
From Jeconias to Jacob, the father of Jofeph,, are but 
13 defcents, and if Jofiah be claffed with the fecond 
feries, the third is 14, minus one. The Evangelift cer- 
tainly did not mean to exprefs numbers, incommenfu- 
late with bis threefold divifion of generations. 



CHAP. 
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CHAP, IV. 

TuiRD Series of XIV, Generations. 

X. yoftah. 

THdSE texts which define his age when his reign 
began, exJ)Tcfs ei^ y^n, and limit his govern- 
nient to 31 ♦. He, by this redconing^ died at the ag^ 
of 39. This ultimate ttrm of life muft be confidered 
together "With the hiflory of his family. 

*♦ The fons of Jofiah were, Johanan the firft born, 
the fccond JelibiakTra, (Ehakim) ; the third Zedeklah, 
(Mattaniah) ; the foiirth Shallum, (Jehoahaz t).** 

With that precifion whence the facred writers never 
deviate, the rank of thefe fons in fcniority is afcciftained. 
Such minute ditlinftions are here neceflary to prevent 
confufion arifTng from a variety of names. Not with- 
out fpecial fignificance is it recorded, that ^* the people 
of the land took Jehoahaz, the joungiji fm of Jofiah, 
and made him king in Jerufalem : his age was I3, and 
his reign three noonths :f .** From the age of the father 

* 2 Kings, xxiU I. and a Chron. xxxtv. x. 

t 2 Chroo. iii. 15. I % Cbroo. xxxtL x, i. 

39» 
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39^ take th^t 6f the Taii «6, the TurpltM i6^ is thci cOr- 
rent year 6f Jofiah at the birth of Jehoahaz. This a^ 
of proereatioli, m the cafe of a fll-ft born, is uhtf*t^p- 
tiotiable ; but othenVJfc fcarcely confident with phyfical 
probability. 

Is it poflible io difcover the father^s age at the ftaif- 
vity bf his firft three fofts ? The fouf had two Mothers. 
JfchoiSkim, (and probably JohanaH), Was born of Ze* 
budah ;-:^2edekiah dnd Jehoahaz of Hamutal. Certain 
it is, (hat aft were not children of the fame year. For 
Jchoiakim the fecond fuccecded, on the removal of Je- 
hoahaz, at the age of 25; atid vfras therefore borti iti 
the 14th of Jofiah's life. This fa6 is without exampfe 
in the Bible hiftory of 42 generations, and being be- 
yond the line of experience, itaiy prbperly be tratisferreJ 
to the chapter of paradoxes. The fjtme mother had^ at 
fepatate births, Johanan and Jehoiakim. The elder was 
confeqtiently born in the 13th or perhaps the I2th df 
their father's age. Here is a train of iniprobabiliti^^ 
which diftinflly, but much more in a flate of conipo- 
fition, fet even credulity at defiance. Zedekiah was 
the third in order, and confequently 24 years old at the 
death of his father, for he was the elder fon by Hamu- 
tal, Jehoahaz the younger, and therefore they were not 
twins. Ztdekiah's age at the death of Jehoiakim, 1 1 
years after Jofiah, muft have beep 35, But ia three 
te^ts • it is erroneoudy marked 21. 

• i King5, xxiv. iS. and a Chron. xxxvi. 11. Jcr. lii. i. 
S All 
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All thefe abCiirdities ia computation render it crp* 
dible, that Jofiah fuccepded his father, at ^a more ad- 
vanced fbgc of life than eigjit yqars. By the nccellary 
emendation above propofed, Amon died at the age of 
44. The birth of Jofiah may be referred to any y^x 
not repugnant to the courfe of nature. Be it then 
fuppofed at a venture, that the facred hiflorians in th.e 
tv^o texts abovementioned wrote 18, not 8. In tb& 
Hebrew alphabet n denotes 8, ♦ 10, and n^ i8. The 
fmall, and fometimes fcarcely perceptible chara£ler, ^^ 
might eafily have been overlooked, and with it the 
number 10 was loft, to the great detriment, not only of 
textual coherence, but of phyfical poflibility. 

By this highly probable* conjeflure every difficulty 
vanilhes. In matters of lingular intricacy even, bold 
conjedures are juftifiable ; but in framing conclufions^ 
judgment muft proceed with caution and coolnels. 
Precipitance is the bane of criticifm. One enquiry ilill 
remains. Does this conje£lure derive confirmation 
from the poffible or a£tual interchange, .omiffion, or 
tranfpofition, of the fame numerical fignatures, in other 
inftances? Suppofable it is, that the like fources of 
perplexity may occur in various paflages, where the 
fame combination of alphabetical numbers is repeated, 
with the fame deviations from the truth of computation. 
Happily one appofite example is obvious and decifive. 
The fame pair of letters, intended to exprefs the fame 
age, in a diftindl perfonage, is exhibited with the fame 
omiffion of > 10. *' Jehoiachin was (n) eight years 
old when he began to reign, and he reigned three years 

and 
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and ten days in Jerufalem*.'* In the Aiding ahd 
Alexandrine editions of the Scptuagint, as alfo in the* 
Hebrew text and Greek verfion of 2 Kings? chi xxiv. 8* 
the original notation HN *8> ^^^ happily been pre- 
fetved. In this lattei^ context^ a circiimftance 4r!- 
together incompatible with^ the rttittiber tl^t is re- 
corded! " The king^ of Babylon took iind carried- 
away Jehoiachin, and the king's wiVe^"^ A: youth 
of 1 8' it may be prefiimed Had wives; but ^bis couki 
not be affirmed of a ehild whofe age did not exceed 
eight years. . - > >> ^ 

No probable reafon forbids the ufebf this atithtne- 
metical experiment, in aTcertaining the real age of Jo- 
fiah at the time of his acceffion. It is perfedlly con- 
fident with the repeated evidences of ^ hi# early piety. 
The recorded fpecifications denote rather ^ graduat and 
continued progrefs in goodnefs, thai^-^ pwmaturd en- 
trance on a religious courfe. For inftanccy <* In th« 
eighth year of his reign," that is, the 26tli of ^is life, 
•• i^^hHc he was yet youngs he began to feek after the 
God of David, his father : and in the latl? year," that 
19, the 30th of his life, ** he htgan to purge Judah and 
Jerafalem from the high places, groves, images," &c» 
The Hebrew phraffcology denominates mtn young 2X Tp^ 
Again, ** In the 18th of his^reign," that is, the 36th of 
his life, " he iffued a commiflion for repairing the tem- 
ple, folemnifed a magnificent paiTover, and introduced a 
general reformation, not only in Judah, but alfo in 
Samaria +." 

• 2 Chron. xxxvi. 9. + a Chron xxxiv. z-^zZ' 

S z In 
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In the very b^ft dirpofitioas, the feeds and fymptoms 
of fupereminent excellence may begin to unfold thenw 
felves at the age of eight years. But fchemes of public 
ufefulnefsy proje£led with a felicity of defign, and exe* 
coted with perfevering vigour, require a maturity of 
equities ; and when young princes of fuch a character 
are providentially railed up on a confpicuous theatrey 
for the benefit of the human kind ; then the counfels, 
influence, and authority of wife and good men, in the 
fuboidinate fun£lions of raagiftracy, are commonly em- 
ployed to call forth into exertion the latent virtues of a 
ypung fovereign. 

Thus Jojalh, king of Judab, from the tender agp of 
ieven years, did that which was good in the fight of 
the Lord all his days, wfietein Jehoiadah, the high priefti 
inftrofled him *. 

In like manner young Jofiah was happily inllroded 
in the principles of wifdom, and the meafures of goo4 
government, under the pious tuition of Hilkiah t^e 
high prieft, and other upright counfellors, in a very 
d^nerate age t- His heart haying a right bias from 
file date of infancy^ his virtne acquired flreogth from 
good culture, and in advanced life he difcharged with 
eminent honour all the functions of a patriot king, with 
the wdUdireded zeal of an exemplary reformer. 

By a minute dilquifition into various notarions of 
time, fnmi Solomon to Jofiab« many important einea- 

* ft Kings, xii. i. and a Chron. xzhr. %, 
+ 2 Kings, xxii, a— »o, 

dations 
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ditions of numberSf which embarrafs computation, hive 
not only been fuggefted, but reconciled with truth and 
aattire. It is humbly prefumed, that nothing remains 
to fhock belief, nothing to violate probability. Every 
decifion is adtniflible, coherent, perfpicoous. Chrono- 
logy harmonifes with hifiory, and both with tlie regular 
proccGi of nature, during the lapfe of 15 generations ; 
— a period of time which has hitherto derived very tittle 
elucidation from criticifm. 

* %. JehoiaUm^ 

** Jo SI AS begat Jeconias and his brethren, about thd 
time they were carried away to Babylon. And after 
they were carried away to Babylon, Jeconias begat Sa^ 
lathiel *." &c. 

Dr. Trapp very properly obferves, " The two names 
j£HOiAKiM and Jehoiachin being fo like, the 
fame Greek word ferves for both. The former was 
the fon of Jofiah, and he is meant verfe nth. The 
latter was the fon of Jehoiakim, and he is meant verfe 
12th+." 

Nothing can be more conformable to hiftory than 
this remark of that eminent critic. It is confirmed by 
the uniform report of all the Old Teftament regiAers» 
and by very clear diftindions in the phrafeology of this 
Evangelift ; for inftancc, 

* Matthew, i. 11, ii. 

t Trapp^s Explanatory Notes on Matthew, i. is. 

S3 I. JOSIAS 
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1. JosiAS begat Jeconias and his brethren. The 
brethren of the former Jeconias have been already 
mentioned, Johanan> Jehoahaz, and Zedekiah, who 
were likewife the fons of Jofiah. Of the fecond Je- 
conias, the name of no brother is recorded. 

2. The times, as diftin6l, are properly diverfified. 
The elder Jeconias was born about the time they were 
(iarriec) away to Babylon ; the younger, after fhty were 
brought to Babylon, begat Salathiel ♦. 

3. That Jehoiakim the fon, as alfo Jeconiah the 
grandfon of Jofiah, were both born before the firfl dc-^ 
portation to Babylon, is evident from indubitable no- 
tations already fpecified : — the former in the 24th, the 
latter in the 42d of Jofiah's life, as above computed. 
This circumftance fufficiently evinces the diverfity of 
perfons, and prevents conftUion froni the identity of 
names. 

4. Different dates are, without the leaft fem- 
blance of ambiguity, affigned for the removal to paby- 
lon ; — one in the fourth of Jehoiakim's reign ; — a fe-» 
cond in the firft, a third in the 1 1 th, of Zedekiah. 

5. Who were the perfons of whom the Evangelift 
affinns, they were carried, and they were brought, to 

• 'Evt t;? fAir$ixtiffUi, fame time before. The Lexicographers 
remark, that *»«, implying time, and as here put in conftruc- 
tion, denotes prioritj of time, like the Latin fub in the fame 
fignification, as fub noaem, about even tide; at the ap/roacb of 
night. On the other hand, fxtra^ in this notion, unequivocally 
cxprefles t\mc fubfequcnt, as /*«t» H tw f*iT»Jx«yU», but after the 
migration, 

Pabylou i 
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Babylon ? Anfwer : The words iefbre and afiery cha- 
rafterife no particular perfons. Neither nominative nor 
verb is exprcffed in the original text. From our En- 
glifh verfion, an Ehglifli reader would naturally fufpeft, 
that the elder Jcconias and his brethren are implied; 
But this Jeconias, (Jehoiakim), was not carried to 
Babylon. In the nth of his reign indeed, " Nebu- 
chadnezzar <:ame up againft him, arid bound him iri 
fetters to carry him to Babylon ♦. But he was never 
tranfported thither. Jeremiah had foretold +, « that 
he fliould be buried with the burial of an afs, drawn 
and caft forth beyond th6 gates of Jerufaicm.'* Jofe^ 
phtvs biftorically records the circumftantial completion 
of* this prophecy : -"Nebuchadnezzar commanded king 
J^boiakim to be thrown down before the walls of thfc 
cfty, withdUt any burial !" That this was done in the 
f rtt of his reign, and no fooiier, the sluthor exprefsly 
affinhl. ** Mis fon Jehoiachin, was made king of the 
land^ aftd of the city. He reigned three months and 
tea days |.** This fhort term of fo^ereignty is* takei 
in to complete the laft of his father's difaftrous reign ': 
for he too was taken, and aflually removed to Baby^ 
Ion, when that year was expired §. ' 

NfiiTHEHwere all the brethren of the fenior Je- 
conias tranfported to B'abyionV Of Johanan nothing 
is recorded but that be Vya» the firft born of Jofiah's fotnr 
tons: It may be conjeftured, either that he was flaih 

* % Chron. xxxvi. (J. f Chap. xxii. 19. 

J Ant. X. 6. ^. . i .; . § a Chron. xxxvi. 10. 

•S 4 with 
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vith hif father in (he tragical b^tfle of. Megiddo» Of 
was prevented by a natural death. Certaip it i> that 
the ypwpgeft, Jehoaha?i or Shallum, wa» dethroqtdf 
(after a reign of threp mpn^hjb which are alfp com- 
prehei^ded in the 31ft of his fs^ther), by Pharaph Necbo, 
^d pi^t in chains at Rihlah \ and a prediflioH) of equal 
credit with hiftory, had been emitted, ** that he Qiouid 
0ie in Egyptf the place whither he had been led cap- 
tive*." Zedekiah, therefore, wa^ the only fon of 
Jofiah, who had been carried to Sabylpn. Thi^m^ 
^uSipn of circumftances terminate^ in th^ iQfere|i^» 
that the Evang^lift referred to no particular p^foos iff 
ippved from Judah into ^abyloi^ia, i^^ither tP wy p^r-f 
ficujar t^rm bet\veen tlic fourth of J^hoiakim, aQd t^ 
:^uh pf ZedeHiab. Hh wot4s however intimate, ilM(t 
both Jeboiakira anc| Jeconiah wer^ bom prior ip tbr 
firft captiyity qf Judah ;— that Salathiel was bonn fomc 
tiqfie after the tranfportatioi^ of hi^ father;.— but ^ 
precKi? mterva\ '«> m ^wither cafe, defipf d; im wa«^ it 
j^ieceffary. The regifter allows a latitude of interpre- 
tation. J^hoiakipa might have been ne^ 36 years o|d 
before \\^ was put in fetters ; and Salathi^ might fa*v^ 
been bom before the captivity pf Zedekiahf 

6. M^LL and Kuller, ,on <h? paffag?, ,qupt^ nptne-' 
^ous and refpeBabk authorities for readbg, ** Jofos 
i^gat Jakeiro, or Joabeim ; and Jakeim* or Joakf im> 
t^gat Jcconias." Though I-aud, Selden, P^tau^ H* 
gtevens, and a cloud of other witnefles, give their fanc- 

f Jerem. xxii. ir, la. 

lion 
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tion to this fuppofed improvement ; yet the more an- 
cient fathers, Epiphanius, Auftin, Ambrofe, Irenxus, 
&c. cenfure the propofed change of names as an inno- 
vation ; bccaufe, in their judgement, the words as an- 
ciently read and fllU extant, are fufficiently difcrimi- 
nated, though the names are the fame *. Zedekiah, at 
the brother of Jehoiakim, is excluded from the genealogy 
of this period ; but retains his rank as the laft of the 
kings, who fat on the throne of David. 

f Yardley adopts the opinion of Trapp, in applying the 
fame name to the fon and grandfon of Jofiah ; conformably to 
the Authority of the Chriftian fathers , above mentioned. This 
^qifion fi;per&d«« the nfe 9od nQCefTity of the varioos Readings 
CpU^ificd by MiU apd Kudcr, which ieem to bring th« fu^liHQH 
of inaccuracy on the text of the Evangclift, a§. npw read* Tbi* 
dlverfity of fentiments among the ancient and modem critic^ 
only (hews that varrations had crept into the feveral copies of 
IhU goipel, even In th€ fecon^ century of our era. In a mat- 
ter where certainty is unattainable, and cither claufe of an at 
tcm^tivf , uuipiportant, every judicious reader 19 left to hi» 
own difcrction. Perfedly confiftent with this freedom qf 
cfioice is the remark, that the corre(5lion^ fupplied by our 
modem critics, feenrts much more agreeable tothe form of the 
Cat^ogue> which i^ other isftanoes repeats the iame iiavM» 
^A iipi the rcUtipn ^ 9 fon, and next of a f»th^: " Joft^i 
tegat Joiakim, and Joiakim be^at Jeconia?." 
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CHAP. V. 

Chronological Problems folved by Gene^logy^ 

THIS fubjeft, being retrofpeflive, may be pro- 
nounced a deviation from ftrift method. But it 
could nowhere el fe be introduced more naturally; 
and its fubfervience to future arrangements will, it is 
loped, recommend it as an interlude, which tends rather 
to diyerfify, than retard the profecution of the primary 
undertaking, or mar its final effeft. 

Of modem chronologers Sir Ifaac Newton was the 
firft who, with a degree of penetration, peculiar to 
iimfeif, (fuccefsfully applied gen^ogy, as a middle 
term, for adjufting to the courfc of nature the chrono* 
logy of the Gentiles in the fabulous ages), made im- 
portant difcoveries. It is to be regretted, that he did 
not adopt for his ftandard the Hebrew computation, as 
extant in the original records of the facred canon ; and 
not as exhibited by Petau, Scaliger, Uflier, and their 
followers. To him, however, the learned world is 
indebted for certain improvements in the art of hifto- 
rical combination, no lefs ufeful than Angular. 

I. He 
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1. He makes the proper diilinQion between gene- 
rations and reigns, which quantities Herodotus, and 
other Gentile writers, crroneoufly confounded, as equi- 
valent and commenfurate. 

2. In his elaborate work, the Chronology Of 
Ancient Kingdoms amended, is the mean term 
of intervals, in family defcents, fixed to three fuccef- 
fions in a century. If the reckoning proceed in the liive 
of the eldeft fons, 28, or at the moft 30 years, is the 
meafure of a generation : if in that of younger brothers^ 
33 ; that is three in a century at an average. 

3. In coniputii^g by reigns, and by the firll bom 
fons, 18 is the common meafure ; if by younger bro- 
thers 20, or five reigns for a century. Thefe diflinc- 
tions between generations and reigns, founded in com- 
inon (enfe, are eminently ferviceable in regulating hif- 
tory. For in the words of this great author, ** TIk 
reigns of kings are (horter than generations, becaufc 
kings are fucceeded not only by their eldeil fons, but 
fbmetimes by their brothers. Sometimes they are flain 
or depofed, and fucceeded by others of 9p equal or 
greater age, efpecially in: eleflivc or turbulent l^mg* 
dom^ *." For thefe obvipus reafpns, generationi, 

•counted in the line of kings, are (horter than in fami- 
lies of a fubordinate rank* In hereditary roonarchie^y 
the apparent heirs contraft early marriages from politi- 
cal motives ; while others, not provided with equal 
advantages for rearing a family, defer connubial en-- 
^agements to a more advanced ftage of life, 

• Newton's Chronology, page 54. 

On I 
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Qne other remark^ to this purpofe is not here to be 
fuperfeded. Sir Ifaac Newton reckons the proportionate 
quantum, both in generations and reigns, from the ab- 
breviated term of natural life, which was firft reduced 
to its prefent ilandard about the time of Saul. Some 
of the arrangements with refpe£l to the ancient hiftory, 
if fo it may be called, of Egypt and Greece, this very 
jtfpt&able author has brought too low; and on this 
account, a greater latitude in computation for thoie 
early periods is reafonable. 

In the Hebrew records the vouchers for the mean 
length of generations, and the real meafure of fingle 
snagifiracies, are much more explicit, regular, continu- 
ous, (not to fay far more authentic), than in thofe of 
|>aganifm, the earlicfi of which are comparatirely re- 
tent. An abridged fchemo of the genealogy, in the 
times of the patriarchs and judges, has been given in the 
foregoing chapters of this Analyfis : and it is judged 
requifite to fubjoin a more minute fpecimen of funda- 
mental principles In computation, during the period of 
regal government from Saul to Zedekiah. 

The conflrudion and ufes of the following table, 
will, it is hoped, be much more perfpicuous from ex- 
planatory notes on each column, than it could have been 
made by preliminary rules for the illuftration of its fie- 
veral parts. 



A.M. 
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291 1 [Saul conrecnted] 

2921 David bom 

2971 Solomon 

3004 Rehoboam 

3020 Abijah - • 

3038 Afa 

3057 JehoOiapbat 

3078 Jehoram - * 

3100 [Ahaziah] 

[Atbaliah] 
3123 [Joafh] . 
3145 [Amaziah] 
3195 Uzziah 
3220 Jotham 
3242 Ahaz 
3258 Hezekiah 
3300 Manafleh 
3325 Amon 
3351 Jofiah 

[Jehoahaz] 
3375 Jehoiakim 
3393 J^coniah 
3421 [Zedekiah depofed] 
0971 

450 



[I. and III 


>• 


369 


i. ii. 


iii. 


W. 
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40 


7» 


30 


40 


70 


♦20 


39 


60 


33 *27 


»7 


44 


16 ♦28 


3 


3« 
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' 54 


19 35 


04 


60 
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44 


22 23 
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24 


00 00 
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00 
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40 


47 


22 25 


29 


54 


50 •4 


5? 


56 


25 *i\ 


16 


47 


22 *^s 


16 


41 


16 25 


29 


54 


42 12 


55 


67 


25 •42 


2 


44 


26 *i% 


31 


49 


00 00 


00 


00 


24 25 


II 


36 


x8 cx> 


00 


55 


28 •ss 


II 


46 


450 492 510 
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Explanatory Notei^ . 

As i6 the conftmftion of the table, the numbers in 
column i, aenote the intervals of births, thofe in co- 
lumn ii'. the years of the kings at their acceffion \ iii* 
the duration of reigns ; iv. of fives. Its ufes are briefly 
to be confidered. 

Column i. Intervals of Defcent. 

Th e date of each birth is conncfted with the current 
years of the world towards the left hand margin, on the 
fame horizontal line ; and to fuch years the dftier co- 
lumns of numbers have no reference. 

Inclosed in brackets are the names which do not 
belong to the genealogical regifter of thrice 14 gene- 
rations, as framed by the Evangelift. The defcendants 
from Jeconias II. to Jefus Chrift exclufively, are 13 : 
and thofe between David, the lad of the firft feries, and 
the fame Jeconias, 18: and i8-|-i2=30, a furpliis of 
twice 14 by two units, or defcents. 

As the line of genealogy is continued from Judah, 
Saul the Benjamite is properly excluded. For this reafon, 
the year of the world for his birth is not marked ; but that 
of his confecration, which afTigns him a rank among the 
lings. The word born annexed to David's name is to 
be fuppofed after thofe of his progeny, who reigned 
one full year. Ahaziah indeed is of this number, and 
his name was moft probably in the original record, 
though not as one of the fecond feries in the genealogy. 
The Evangelift had more refpcft to the continuity of 

time^ 
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dmtj than to the number of names, Joafli, the fon of 
tbis prince was born in the laft year of his father's lifey 
and is not improperly reprefented, as the immediate 
(ucceflbr, in blood, to his grandfather Jehoram. 

AtL thofe learned men, who have critically exa<*' 
mined this catalogue, admit, that the tru^h of the gene^ 
logy does not require an exafl enumeration of Chrift'^ 
anceftors, though they have not been fuccefsful in their 
conje£lures concerning its original flruQure. 

JehoiAkim may, for a fimilar reafon, be retained 
in the lift of kings, yet muft be excluded from the 
genealogy, if Jofeph be inferted. His fon was the 
firft4>f thofe princes, condemned to exile in Babylon; 
and his birth was more nearly connefled in timf with 
that idifaftrous incident, than that of his father: for 
hU age at the time of Jofiah's death was feven years^ 
and he may no lefs properly than Joafh be reckoned 
the immediate fucceffor of his grandfather, " Jiout 
the time they were carried away to Babylon," is a 
{ignificant circumftance which feems both to fuggelt 
and authorife this arrangement. 

Athaliah, as a female, can have no place in this 
roll. Her age is not defined, either at the time of her, 
ufurpation, or of her tragical end. As a fovereign (he 
reigned, or rather domineered, fix years, and as fuch 
only her name is introduced in the royal calendar of 
the Jews. 

The name of Jehoahaz is inclofed in brackets, be- 
caufe he was not the father of Jehoiakim. His fliort 
reign is included in thelaft of Jofiah, as is that of the 

% fecon4 
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ikond Jeeomau itl the laft of his father. Zedekiah it 
hem inferted as a king, not as a conflituem member in 
^ genealogy* 

Thus the Dames from David to Jofias^ excluding 
bothj are reduced to 14 generations ; and from Jofias 
to Jefus Chrifi, the bft not included^ to the fame pie« 
cife number^ Hence refolts the probable conclkifiony 
that the Evangelift's catalogue^ as notr leflored, will 
fairly admit this arrangement. But it remains to be 
Ihewn, in a diftind chapter, in perfefk confiftence \^ith 
the truth of computation, and with every circumfiance 
in the catalogue itfelf, that the nanaes of Ahaziith and 
Jehoiakim may be replaced ; nay, that without them the 
fegifter is incomplete. 

As it is impoffible to difcover in what year of Jc^ 
conias II. his fon, Sabthiel was bom, the intermediate 
ijpace cannot be defined by certain intervals. The 
mode of computation for the third feries, in which the 
mean quantity of generations muft be afcertained by 
in equation^ obvioufly differs from that of the two 
former. 

From the nth of Zedekiah, A. M. 34^1* If de- 
dufted the year of Solomon's birth 2971 : and the fur- 
plus, 450, divided by 17, the number of the names, not 
inclofed in brackets, quotes 26 years eight months for 
the equated ages of the feveral fathers at the bitth of 
their fpecified fons. But, if Ahaziah be taken into the 
reckoning, 450, divided by 18, the mean fpace between 
dtfcents is precifely 25. The folution of this chrono- 
logical problem evinces, that the truth of computation 
*7 is 
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is not afiefied by a fmall variation of numbers during 
the rotation of four or five centuries : and if generations 
in the line of kings be commonly Ihorter than in other 
families, the reafon has already been fuggeiledt that the 
princes in hereditary monarchies generally marry at an. 
earlier period than other men. Hence a lefs protraSed 
interval in defcents. This inference refls on the fure 
bafis of hiftorical evidence ; for from Abraham to Da- 
vid, as alfo from Jofiah to Chrift, fuch intervals are 
much longer in private families, than in the interme- 
diate feries from kings. 

By a critical examination of the records, whence 
this regiller is extra£led, it recovers its primeval and 
genuine form. Mutilations, the refult of accident, pre- 
fumptuous ignorance^ or fuperficial erudition, are re- 
ftored ; and the New Teftament brought to harmonife 
in every note with the old. Every afpeA of a paradox 
afliimes the hue of plain truth, and the courfe of nature 
feems uniform in operation, fuitably to the, fixed ap- 
pointment of an immutable God. The only inilances 
of apparently premature generation, occur in the cafe 
of Rehoboam and Ahaz, whofe fons, Abijah and Heze- 
kiah, it muil be admitted, were but 16 years youngec 
than their fathers. Here is no phyfical improbability. 
Such examples may be uncommon, but not incredible^ 
Early puberty, in fome individuds, is the refult of con« 
flitution, or, in many more, depend on the influence of 
climate. In China it is faid the ladies aire mothers at 
12, grandmothers at 24, and fuperannuated at 30.*^ 
Neither is it fuppofed, in the lapfe pf 16 generations, 
T , that 
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that the proline faculty UM to ^Jbe period of <|xtrtftie 
{eniiity. In the .table are- but two examples of procre* 
ation at 50, an4 beyond that ago Xioix^^ 

Column iu Age of Acce^on* 
Thus far kings h^ve been confidered, not in theif 
public capacity, but in their doipefiic rel^tions^ las pro* 
geaitors and defcendants. « Concerning thofe of jQla- 
vid's race, 21 in number," Jofephus,affirnv,«« that they 
reigned 514 yean, fix months, and ten days. Saul was 
the firft i" (certainly not of David's family ♦). « The 
18 kings of Judah, who fuccecded Solomon, reigned 
390 years, which is, one^ with another, %% ycar^ 
apiece +." Add Saul, Di^vid, and Solomon, with the 
fum of their reigns, 40+40+39=^119; the number 
of the foyereigns is, as before, %\ \ that of their feign* 
5I0. Neitbec Jofephus nor Sir Ifaac did recolle£^ that 
tbq three months of Jehpahaz, and the throq mpntht 
ten days of Jehoiachint. being taken in to cpo^lete tb< 
laft deficient year of their refpedive fathers, give then} 
no right to a place in the royal calendar* Their num- 
ber if thus reduc^ to 19, without Saul and Aiha- 
liah. , 

At the bottom of column ii. the number 492 de« 
notes the fum of ycara prior to the acceflion of the 
leveral princes. By 20 divide 492^ the quotient, 24 
years feven months, is the mean proportion of age, when 
each aSiuned the fceptre^ The risfult of tb|s opeotipn 

• Ant. X. S. 4* t Newt. Chron. p. 51. 

vari^ 
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varies but in a fmall degree from the mean interval of 
defcents. Thus arc the computations in the two columns 
fiibfervient to reciprocal confirmation. It is to be re- 
markedy that four of the young princes were minon. 

Or the numbers in this column marked with afte- 
liflcs, the ufe is now to be explained. The number of 
wign« thus diftinguiOicd is 12. In fome cafes the no- 
tations of age are altogether omitted ; for example, 
Solomon, Abijah, Afa : in others the notation is par- 
fial^« Saul," as the text b now read, *^ was the fon of 
one year ♦." In certain texts the numbers are impair- 
ed, in others enlarged. 

Years omitted. Years ^dded. 

Saul - • 30 Rehoboam - 14 

Solomon - - 20 Amon - - 20 
Abijah - - 28 Uzziah • • 16 

Afa - . . 13 

Joram - - 4 5^ 

Jotham . .6 MiftakescorreeJidlfparal^ 
Ahaz - - 5 . lel Texts. 

Tofiah - • 10 ^^^"^^^ f^i'^ ^o 1^2ive been 
Zedckiab . - 14 4«ycafsold. The true 
■ number 22. 

130 Jeconiah eight years old. 
The true number 18. 
Th ESE miftakes, proceeding from various fources, and 
promifcuoufly difperfed in records framcdnvith the utmoft 
precifion for defining th^ parts of time, in a continuous 

* f Sam. xiii. i, 

T % fcrics 
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feries of years and generations, are fufiicient to ipread a 
gloom of obfcurity over the hiftorjr of 4000 years. It 
is one charaScr of pre-eminent excellence in the facred 
writings, that they comprehend in themfelves the means 
of re£lifying fuch overfights as d'tsfigure their furbce, 
through the unavoidable imperfeflion of fallible men. 
The Bible has furmowited a multiplicity of trials. It 
has ftood the left of criticifm. Let the fame experiment 
be applied to the dynaflics of Egypt ; the immenfely 
amplified chronology of the Chaldeans, Chinefe^ Gen* 
toos, Hindoos, &c.; the operator will find, that the far* 
ther he proceeds, the greater will be his diftance from 
light and truth, from coherence, order, and certainty. 

Column iii. Length of Reigns. 

" In the later ages, fince chronology hath been ex- 
' aft, fcarce is an inftance to be found, of ten kings 
reigning any where in continual fiicccflion, above 160 
years ♦ ;" that is, 26 years apiece. 

Whiston has evinced the fallacy of this pofition 
by referring to the teftimony of authentic hifiory, (in 
tiities much later than the era to which Sir Ifaac aU 
ludes), where it is fliewn that 12 kings in England, 
from William the Conqueror to Richard III. reigned 
in continual fucceflion 27 ^ years each: — that 12 kings 
in France, from Rupert to Philip IV. reigned in con- 
tinual fucceflion 32I years apiece t." ' 



• Newton's Chronology. 

t Confutation of Sir Ifaac Newtoa*? Chronology, ij%Z* 
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It merits ferious obfervation, that in an age before 
chronology was exa3» a certain clafs of men, the He- 
brew prophets and hiiloriansy wrote according to nature 
and truth, the tranfafiions of 21 reigns in continual 
fucceflion, almoft equal to twice 260 years. The num« 
ber at the bottom of column iii. is 510. Divide this fum 
by 2ly the mean quantity of reigns is 24 years 3 months. 
This great man meant nothing lefs than to iniralidate 
the authority of the facred records. But his zeal to 
explode the incredible antiquity of the pagan eftaUifli- 
ments induced him to abbreviate the meafures in com* 
putation ; and in many inftances, efpecially his arrange- 
ment for the age of Sefoftris, he has afligned too lale a 
period for the rife of the Egyptian monarchy ; and 
likewife for feveral notable epochs fubfequent to the 
introdudion of an accurate chronology ; particularly 
the origin of Rome, which he brings too low by 126 
years. 

Column iv. Duraihn §f Lrues^ 

Our Britifh bills of mortality, if the fa£U be re- 
ported with precifion, are of figns^ ufe for afcertaining 
the advance or decay of population, the yearly refuU 
of national maladies, and the more critics^l feafons of 
Vife* with refpe^l to the prqbable chance^ of longevity, 
from fuch doct^nents has it been founds that the one 
half of the human race fcarcely furvives the age of five 
years. Whatever light political arithn^ctic, or medica} 
pra£lice, may derive from authentic records of this 
tind, they have not yet been applied to a difcQvery of 
T 3 grc^t 
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great importance for evincing rbe utility of genealogy 
in chronological difquifitions. Much is it regretted^ 
that fo very few ingenious men, enriched with the 
treafures of erudition, and qualified by a penetrating 
faculty of OBSERVATION, have attempted to fix that 
intermediate point of time, which is at nearly an equal 
diftSince from the birth of a family fucceflbr, and the 
ultimate term of life, in the times fubfequent to its ab- 
breviation : for example ; fuppofe the line of defcent 
be continued, fo as that every 34th year fhould be the 
firfi of a new generation ; and that 70 years are, with 
a very few exceptions, the ultimate period of natural 
life :~in what year of the current generation, (thui 
computed), does the fathet ufually die ? 

This query has efcaped the fagacity of Sir Ifaac 
Newton, of Trapp, Yardley, and others, whofe pro* 
feffed fubje£l is our Lord's genealogy. Its foluttouy 
however, f«ems to be momentous. 

Moses tells us, that Adam lived 130 years and be- 
gat Seth ; that Adam lived after he begat Seth 800 
years^ and died at the age of 930. With all thefe fpe- 
cifications of time is the genealogy of the patriarchs 
continued down to Ifaac. With Jacob the notation 
of births, by the current year of each father, ends, and 
the chronology is exprefled by fixed periods, but not 
without a fpecific reference to the genealogy. For in- 
flance, the 430 years of fojouming are divided into 
two equal parts. The former computed from the 75th 
of Abraham exclufively to the I3cth of Jacob, fills up 
^15 years, and four generations bom in Canaan,- Uaac, 
f6 Jacob, 
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Jacobi Jttdah, and Pbarez : the latter, from the 130th of 
Jacob to the 80th of Mofes, comprehends the fame 
quantity of time, meafured likewife by four generations, 
bom in Egypt ; Hezron, Aram, Amminadab, Nahfhon. 
<• Afterward they'- (the Ifraelitcs) " fhall come out in 
fht FOURTH GENERATION, wth great fub- 
ilance ♦.'^ 

The next period of 480 extends from the egrcfs to 
the foundation of the fkxfi temple, and includes a part 
of fix generations from Nahflion to Solomon. With 
David commenced a two-fold mode of afcertaining 
chronology ; — by generations and reigns. But the fa- 
Cred hiftorians judging it improper to mention the fe* 
vera) kings^ prior to their inveftiture with fovereignty, 
generally mark with cardinal numbers the complete 
yean^ pad at the date of their acceflion ; and it is re- 
markable, that though the age of the patriarchs born 
after the cgrefs, is not defined ; yet that of all the 
kings pofterior to Saul is virtually recorded ; becaufe 
the years of their feveral reigns, added to thofe before 
their acceffion, are the fum of their years at the time 
of their demife. 

It is flill more remarkable, that thofe perfonages 
only, who were not in the line of the genealogy, arc 
excepted. The age of Athaliah when (he afcended her 
fon's throne Is omitted, becaufe flie v^s an ufurper and 
a female : yet the length of her ufurpation is defined, 
to prevent a blank in the computation by reigns, 

• Ocn. XV. 14. x6. 

T4 Ou 
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On the other hand, the ages of Jehoahaz» of J^boi^i 
achin, and of Zedekiah, at the acceflion of each, ace 
fpecified (the fecond not without a variation, the third 
erroneoufly) ; alfo the duration of their ircigf^s, though 
the firft two do not enlarge the chronology. All three 
were removed, and, as private charaflers, d\fid in a ftate 
of degradation, ignominy, and exile. Impoflible it 
therefore is, to afcertain the length of their lives ; and 
were it poflibley it is needleft, becaufe thefe three names 
are excluded from the genealogy. 

It is farther to be noted, as a peculiarity of the 
dironological numbers in the biftory of the kings, that. 
the royal calendar of Samaria 6fKt not mention at 
what age the kings over the ten tribes afceuded the 
throne. The duration of their reigns is fpecified. So 
much was indifpenfably neceflary to charaderife coin- 
cident years, in coexiftent reigns, ^nd to circumfcribe 
the prophetical period of 390, from the difmepbering 
of the kingdom after Solomon ; and no farther did 
the intent of the infpired hiftorian$ extend. 

The queftion now recurs. Why is the chronology 
of the kings over Judah difcriminated with fo many 
(angular and appropriate marks of preciiion ? Why is 
the age of each, at the time of his acceiBon, expr^ed, 
and not only fo, but repeated, together with the length 
of the fevcral reigns ? 

One reafon occurs. It was, doubtlefs, to give the 
chronology of the period an additional cbaraQer of 
certainty and perfcftion, by bringing it to the infallible 
red of genealogy, that the notations of time, (bould 

they 
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the/ be accidentally corrupted, (which in feveral cafes 
has hai^>ened), might be reftored to purity by adjuft- 
ing them to the uniform courle of nature in gene- 
ration *• 

This laft column comprdieiids 21 lives> of vrhkh 
the fum is 1054 ; or 50 yean three months each. Thus 
every 51ft year is the intermediate point in time, equt*^ 
difiant from the birth of a family fucceflbr, (the com- 
mon interval fuppofed to be 30 j, and from 70, the 
pfual period of longevity. 

In this roll the 0K>rteft life is 04^ the longed 71. 
But they were the lives of kings^ who, from the 

^ For any UiUig known to the author of thefe iheet8» this 
only poiBble method of coniedUpn has pow, for the firft time, 
. been attempted. The difquifitjon has heen a work of la? 
hour. Dii^ppointment was often the refult, in many fteps of 
his procedure. By adding the age of acceffion to the length 
of every reign » was the duration of each life diiicoyered ; and 
the €fk& of retrograde computation pointed out the current 
year pf fjvery fovereiga at the nativity of his fucceflbr. If 
the ye^yr thus either aHlunedy or found, were apparently dif- 
cordant with l^iAory, every circumftanee was brcmght into 
juxtapolition, compared with difcrimination^ ^d a condtiOon 
framed, according to the higheft probability. If the year 
difcovered were repugnant to the courfe of nature, three ex. 
pedtents bccurred; 1. A minority, and eonfequently a re* 
gency, s. A conjunct reign, whence the hiftory dates inva- 
riably the age of the junipr fovereign. 3. An erroneous note 
of number, arlBng from the Hmilar figures of numerical fig- 
natures in the Hebrew alphabet. With deference arc his 
refearches,andcondufions,fubmitted tothedecifion of candid 
and impartial judges. 

accidents 
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accidents already enumerated, liave fewer chances of 
longevity than other men. Eight of this number were 
cut df by a violent death. The laft two were dethroned, 
and no account of their age occurs *• On theic princi* 
pies it is a fair conjefiure, that men in private life fur- 
vive the birth of their heirs 25 years at an average. 

* ** It came to pafs in the 37th year of Jeboiachin's capti. 
vitf, in the lath month, on the S7th day of the month, thai 
Evll-Mcrodac, the fuccefTor of Nebuchadnezzar, king of Ba- 
bylon, did lift up the head of Jehoiachin, out of prifon : and 
^ fpake kindly unto him, and iet his throne abo^e the throne 
0f the kings who were with him in Babylon ; and changed his 
prifongarments : and he did eat bread continually before him, 
all the days of his life. His allowance was a continual allow- 
ance, given him of the king, a daily rate for every day, all the 
rfays of his life.** s Kings, xxv. 17. The 37th of Jchoiachins 
captivity was the 55th of his age. This quotation mentions 
an allowance for his fupport, all his days, which evidently im- 
plies that he furvived his enlargement from the prifon feveral 
years. But on this furmife, though it were certain, nothing 
depends. Salathicl might have been bom about the time of 
Zedekrah's degradation, or 51 years before the return from 
Babylon; and Zembabel,the grandfon of Jehoiachin, might in 
the firft of Cyrus condud the captives back to thdr own 
laiKL 
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CHAP. VI. . 
Continuation of the Third Series. 

3* Conlahf yehoiachin^ or Jecohias II. 

«< r\ EARTH, earth, earth, hear the word of th0 
^^^ Lord ; write ye this man childlefs, a man that 
fliadl not profper in his day ; for no m^n of his feed 
(hall profper, fitting upon the throne of David, or nil-- 
ing any more in Judah *.** This folemn denunciation 
is not to be literally interpreted. Kings may be faid 
to be fathers in two refpeds. Heirs of their blood and 
of their dignity, are in dififerent fenfes their children* 
Jeconias was in both refpeds the fon of Jehoiakim ; 
but in the latter fenfe only was Zedekiah the fon of 
Jeconias. He fucceeded him on the throne, and was 
the laft of David's race who ruled in Judah. The 
denunciation does not imply the extin£Uon of Jeconiah's 
family, but exprefsly affirms the difTolution of the mo* 
lurchy, as the words are properly applied. In this 
view the threatening is equivalent to another on the 

» Jcr, »ii ^9, 30. 

iame 
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fiiine fubjedy though in diflfercnt terms : ** The Lord 
iaid, I will remove Judah alfo out of my flghtt as I re- 
moved Ifracl, and will call off this city Jerufalem *•'* 
»c.' - ' 

4. Salaihiely Shealtiel. 

^ The fons of Jeconiah, Affir, Salathiel +/' &c. 
** Tremellius thinks he had no fon called A{fir» nor any 
ion at all }*^that the word Affir here \% not ^he name 
of a man, but fignifies bound or captive ;-r-and that the 
words {hould run thus \ the fons of Jeconiah.the cap- 
live» Salathie), Malchiram, a^d Pedaiah," &c. 

This conjedure ha$ every afpe£l of truth, fre- 
quent examples occur of names impofed on children, in 
altufion to hiftorical incidents. The eldeft fon of Mo* 
fes, born in Midian, was called Gerihoni> a Jhrangir 
thfiy and for a like reafon the firf^ bom of (^evi in 

5. Zoroiaiel. 

In Mat. i. I2. he is faid to be the Ton of Salathiel, 
and in i Chron. iii. 19. the fon of Pedaiah. But 
cither way he w^s the grandfon of Jeconias. Other 
difficulties occur, for which Grotius,Trapp,and Yardley, 
(to whom the learned reader is referred), offer not impro- 
bable folutions. Of Zorobabel*^ fons and more remote 
deficendants, the names in the Chronicles differ entirely 
from thofe in the Evang<HJ}^ unlefr Abiud hen be the 

• % Kings, xxiii. 17.. f i Chron, iii. X7« 

fam€ 
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feme with Obadiah, a grandfon of Zorobabel ihtn^ 
*< It IS obfervable, that both he and his fons might have 
different names ; one in their own family, and another 
among the people to whom they Were captives. It 
was fcarce fafe for Zorobabel to be called in Babylon 
by that name, which fignifics the mnnowmg of Baieli 
and therefore he wa& among thjc Babylonians called 
Shezhbazzar. So his fons were called Mefliullam and 
Hananiah; becaufe the one could fcarce properly, as 
well as fcarce fafcly, be called Abiud^ my father* s glory \ 
the other Rhefa^ a prince ♦.'• 

The remaining names in this Evangeli(l*s regifler, 
denote perfonages pollerior to the clofe of the Old Tcf- 
tament canon, and are, without doubt, copied from au- 
thentic vouchers. They are, 6. Abiud, 7. Eliakim, 
8. Azor, 9. Sadoc, 10. Achim, 11. Eliud, 12. Eleazar, 
13. Maithan, 14. Jacob. Thus is the line of pedigree 
continued to Jofeph and Mary, the one not the natural 
father of our Lord's huminity, the other excluded, by 
her fex, from the Hebrew genealogy, 

JosiAS has been placed at the head of the third fe- 
rics. From what point in phyfical time the date of the 
next generation (hould be reckoned, is doubtful. Whe- 
ther from the birth of Jeconias II. in the 42d of Jo- 
fiah's life, or from that more remarkable term, his 
removal from the throne, feems to be an indifferent 
matter, the difference is but 18 years. Certain it is 

♦ Dr. Joffph Trapp's note on Matt. L xj. 

tfaa^ 
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that his (on, Salathlel, was not born before the tran- 
fportation to Babylon* 

Christ was born A. M. 4.004, and Jcconiah was 
made a captive in 3411. But, as Salathiel was not 
bom before the conflagration of the temple and city^ 
the reckoning by the fourth generation from Jofiah in- 
clufively may be deferred to the 29th of Jehoichin*^ 
life, coincident with the,, nth of Zedekiah, and the 
prefumed date of Salathiel's birth, A. M. 3421. This 
fum dedu6l from the hiftorical year of Chrift's nativity. 
4004, the furplus is 583 « From the unavoidable de- 
ficiency of genealogical notations, no expedient, for 
finding a mean proportion, is ^ccefEble otherwife than 
by an equation. By 11, the number of generations 
from Jcconias to Jofeph^ excluding both, divide 583, 
the quotient, 53 years precifely, is the common interval 
of defcents. Evident it is, that this quantity exceeds 
the fpace between generations in the line of royalty, 
by almoft a half* But here is no myflery ; for reafons 
have been afligned for princes marrying fooner than 
other men ; and alfo for the various accidents, which 
often prevent their longevity. 

It has likewife been noted, that, from the time of 
Arphaxad's birth, the mean length of generations hat 
uniformly been fomewhat more than 30 years ;— that 
no fooner was the promife intimated to Abraham, that 
in his feed all the families of the earth (hould be blefled* 
than procreation in that line made flower advances ; — 
that from JDavid to Jehoiachio, the. interval fell bclo^r 

the 
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the common ftandard ; — and thenceforward, it is now 
evinced, that, during the fpace of almoft fix centuries, 
the ufual term of procreation in that line was length- 
ened by about 20 years. It was evidently the intent 
of over-ruUng Providence, that the number of Chrift's 
anceftors, according to the flcfli, fliould, comparatively, 
be few ; and it feems not inconfiftcnt with the great 
defigns of effential Wifdoro, that his progenitors (hould, 
like Abraham, have their faith and patience long tried, 
by the difcipline of a ft^faft expeaation. ** They 
fiaggered not through unbelief, but againft hope bc« 
lieved in hope.** 

Mr. Yardley fees no occaCon for inferting Jofeph't 
aame in this regifter, bccaufe he does not fupply the 
place of one genetatian. Genealogies^ p. 220. By 
this regulation is Jehoiakira reftored to his rank as one 
of our Lord*s progenitors: and thus is tlie threefold 
divifion completed without the defeft or e;xce& of a 
fingle name. 



CHAP, 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Qi>t C £ K Z A L 6 G T. 



CHAP. VII. 

NiW Scheme cf ibe Gemraitons from Abraham /# 
JlSUS CHRtST. 

IN computation by time, whether abfolote, or with 
reference to generations, fpecial regard is due 
to two terms, a firil commencenient, and a final period* 

Moses, in defcribing the formation of the univerfe, 
charaderiiet a natural day by its parts, evening and 
MORNING, and counts three fuch days prior to the 
exifience of the luminaries. The fource of compu- 
tation is that moment, when the Creator laid, ^ Let 
LIGHT BE." As foon as this glorious produ£lion of 
Omnipotence was colle£led into that great orb the sun, 
to the planets were afligned their circuits, «' to rule 
over the day and over the night, and to divide the light 
from the darkneft.*' Hence the true origin of mea- 
liired time by the motion of the fpheres around the 
centre of light. 

Or natural days are compofed weeks, the moft an- 
dent combination of times into an integral part, by 
leperition, and, of all fubfequent weeks, the primeval 
is, in its form and dimenfionsf the modd* In reckon- 

iflgf 
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ing» however, ie k itfelf excluded ; that memorable 
day, on whicli the Almighty relied from all his works, 
being here cottfldered purely as the firft fource of com- 
putation, by feptenary fyftems of natural days. 

In like manner the reckoning by generations muil 
proceed. When a firft anceftor is found in hiftory,the 
genealogfft conrfiders him only as the father of his race, 
a term of commencement, the point whence generation^ 
begin. Suppofe a long roll, in the lineal, or fome* 
times perhaps, the coHateral feries progreflively, conti- 
nued to the pafling age, the Irving reprefentative of 
that firft anceftor is left out, and the intermediate de- 
fcents are alone counted. 

For example : " This is the book of the generations 
of Adam ; in the day that God created man." Adam^ 
not having a human father and mother, was not gene^ 
rated \ neither can it properly be faid, that he was one 
of his own offspring- The roll is brought down to 
Shem, the loth from Adam exclufively. Shem was 
born in a fpecificd year of Noah's life. That year 
is the date of the loth generation, and its final period is 
the year of Arphaxad's nativity. On this principle, 
the intermediate defcents from Adam to Shem, exclude 
ing both, are nine generations, and no more. 

Why (hould it be prefumed, that the Evangclift, in 
conftruding his Catalogue, adopted a different mode in 
computation ? " The book of the generation of Jesus 
Christ, the fon of David, the fon of Abraham." 
Abraham could not be one of his own progeny ; and 
Jcfus Chrift certainly was not one of his own human 
U progenitors. 
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progeniton. What if this tmvfih^e (hould &rye «b 
a key framed for opening the myftenesg inyo^ved in the. 
genealogies of both Testaments, by r^oppg |o the 
Evangeliil's regifter tho^ naoics in the original records* 
which either by accident, ignorance, or injudicious cri- 
ticifm, have been retrenched from the firft chaptisr o£ 
the gofpcl hiftory ♦ ? The Evangclift, in his triple di- 
Tiflon of names, invariably conneCis hiAorical eyents 
with perfons, and confequently chronology with gfenc^ 
rations. This happy union of middle terms, in com- 
putation, merits the heedful regard of all, who, with 
the probability of fuccels, enter into difquifitioni on 
this complicated fubjc£l. 

** In regard three eftates of the Hebrew common* 
wealth were more remarkable ; — as firft in a flate of 
growth or increafe, and governed by patriarchs, pro- 
phets, and judges, to the time of David (no account 
being taken of the time of Saul, which was tragical 
and unhappy, and hafiened by the precipitate defires of 
the people, before the tifne which God had chofen for 
the monarchy) j next, its regal ftate, as it was govern- 
ed by a race of kings from David to the time of the 
Babylonifli captivity ; and laflly, in its weaker flate of 
declenfion and dependence, as this abolition of the regal 
power was followed by a fucceflion of ducal governors 
and chief priefts, who ruled with the afliflance of the 

. • The author ventures to call this attempt a nrw fcheme^ 
becaufe he has not'fcen it fuggeftcd by any of \\\t judicious 
and learned critics, in any of their works, (to which he has 
had acccfa), in conlidcring this (i)bje<tt 

Sanhedrim 
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Stnliedrira till Herod*8 aflumption of the government, 
not long before the birth of Jefus. — It was St. Mat- 
thew's view to divide fo long a traft of time, with an 
eye to thefe remarkable changes in the government. 
This is agreeable to the method of mofi hiftorians, 
when they would give a fuccinft view of any nation, 
from firft to laft (as of the Romans for example, who 
were governed firft by kings, then by confuls, diflators, 
and decemvir*, and lall of all by emperors} ; and it 
Ihight give an intimation, that upon the birth of Chrift, 
at a like diftance of generations with the former, ano- 
ther change of affairs might be expe£ied in the eredioti 
of that kingdom, which (hould never be deftroyed ♦•** 

The four hiftorical events to which the Evangelift 
dlludes, and which this quotation exemplifies, in the 
Commencement, progrefs, arid end of the thrice XIV; 
generations, are, the call of Abraham, when the firft 
notable diftinQion between his eleft progeny and the 
profane gentiles took place: — the full efiablifliment of 
that fingular atid marvellous conftitution, the Hebrew 
polity : — its diffolution by the firft overthrow of the 
city and temple, together with the temporary difperfion 
of the Jews : — the confummaticm of the law by Mofes, 
and the departure of Judah's fceptre, with the vacancy 
of David's throne. 

Suffice it to obferve, in general, that the chrono- 
logical chara£)ers of thefe events need not be fo accu<* 
raCely diftinguiOied, by years, months, and days, as in 

• Berriman's Boyle Left, vol, ii. Serm, v. 

U % the 
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the foregoing hiftorical arrangements. Neither is fo 
much precifion requifite in determining what individuals 
belong to the end of one fcries, or the beginning of 
another, as has been employed to preferve an agreement 
between chronology, and the courfc of nature in pro- 
creation. The true intent of. this triple divifion does 
not demand inveftigation fo minute, or dates fixed with 
fuch exadnefs. It is, however, fit to apply this remark 
to the particular periods already mentioned, left the. 
notations of time, and of family defcents, which the 
Evangelift has, in every ftage, been fo attentive to con- 
ne£l, fhould be disjoined. 

I. The abfurdity of making Abraham Ibnd in the, 
front of that catalogue, which profeflcdiy contains the 
names of his immediate and remote defcendants, fug- 
gefts the expedient of confidering him only as the pri- 
mary fource of compulation, and not as the firft namq 
in the ^tH feries of XIV. generations. 

Much more proper it were to begin with the time 
pf his death. Nor is it neccfTary to bring the term 
, of reckoning fo low. The date of the fojourning is 
much more reafonable. But the moft commodious of 
all may be the time of Ifaac*s birth, that branch of the 
revered patriarch's family^ in whom bleflings for all n^* 
tions were referved. 

Oije^ion. 

The intermediate Generations from Abraham to Solomon^ 

excluding both^ are thus reduced to thirteen. 

On the hypothefes of all thofe refpeftable expoGtors 

who have taken in hand to adjuft the computation anc} 

number^ 
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htlmbers of the Evangelift, to the Hebrew records, ad- 
init that ht might, without incurring the cenfure of a 
deviation from truth, fele£l fuch names as were fuitabld 
to his views, and fom(;times omit two or three defcents 
in fucceflion, together with the ufual diftinSion be- 
tween immediate and remote defcendaiits, or between 
thofe of the dire£l and tranfverfe line : nay, that he 
fnight infert fewer niames than 14 in one feries, and 
more in another, provided all three contained nearly 
the number 42. Thofe who approve ftich loofe pofi- 
tions, have no right, in the prefent cafe, to urge the 
objeftion, which is frivolous. But as this folution may 
be pronounced unfatisfaftory and evafive, a dlreft reply 
Jnay enforce conviSion, when a fubterfuge can bear no 
ilrefs. 

It has been noted, on Ruth, iv. 20. that the ori- 
ginal text reads, (and, for any thing alleged to the con- 
trary), in all its copies, " Nahfhon begat Salmah, and 
Salmon begat Boa2(.'* If Salmah were the Ton, and 
Salmon the grandfon of Nahfhon, David certainly was 
the 14th in defcent from Abraham exclufively. The 
reftoring of this name to the catalogtie furmounts two 
difficulties, more perplexing than the objeftion. i. It 
ihortens the fpacc between generations from Nahfhon 
to David ; and, a. Obviates the phyfical impoffibility 
of the fuppofition, that Rachab was the mother of Boaz 
by Salmon. If, on the other hand, flie were the wife 
of Salmah, (he was alfo the grandmother of Boa2. 
• Thus Chronology accords with the courfe of nature, 
' and the Hebrew text with the Evangelill's firfl feries of 

U3 XIV, 
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XIV. generations. But, even withoul rccourfc to ihii 
expedient, the regifter may be completed, confiflem!y 
ivith chronology and hiftory, which is now to be evinced. 

II. The t4me >vith which the fecond feries begini 
is charaflerifed by no deterqiir^te period in hHiptyf 
David projeded the building of the temple, Soloipori 
executed the work according to the model given, sod 
with the funds ]<ud up for that purpofc* U the Evaiv* 
geUIl conne3ed the chronology wixh this period of the 
bifiorv, it feems an indifferent matter whether he con^ 
fidered the 13th generation from AbrabaiPi as current^ 
or the 14th as bfgun« It was his defign to retain the 
divifion of Chrifi's ancefiors exemplified in their hi- 
Skoty ; the firft and laft clafs being private perfons, the 
fecond kings ; and as David was the firft of this inter- 
mediate rai^kj the divifion comes near to equality, even 
though Solomon be counted the laft of the firii feries* 
If, as Dr. Berriman not improperly conjeftures, this 
triple diftribution were made, rather with a reference ta 
the political changes of the Hebrew government, in 
its rife and growth, declenfion and difmem()ered flatty 
partial diflblution, and lofs of independence* than to a 
mipute diflin£lion of generations ; — tlien the firft period 
ends with Splomon^ at the time of his derpife, whfri 
the kingdom, divided againft itfelf, wa^ verg^g Xq the 
period of extinction. 

III. The tranfportation to Babylon is an event de- 
fcribed with fuch latitude, as admits cither jQrias> Jo- 
hoiakim, or Jeconias, to be placed at the tpp pf t|ie 
third feriesj regard being ftill had to the triple iut&Qtf 

lot 
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for arrangcnicnt ;— chronology, genealogy^ and hiftory. 
If Jofus be preferred, all the three are in perfe£t uaifon* 
IV. The; laft period, with which the third ferie« 
tdnninaktesr the Evartgelift defines by the time of He-^ 
rod^s death, and of bis fon's acceflion^ If this notation- 
be connefled with the Roman hiftory, this laft number 
of the laft &ries is brought into coincidence with the 
reign of Augufios, under whom the fourth empire rofe^ 
and the foundation was laid of a kingdom never to be 
deftroyed. Thus even the teflimony of prophecy afcer- 
tains the final period of the thrice XIV. generations* 
Rifult of this new Scheme. 



Series I. 


II. 


IIL 


I. Ifaac. 


I. Rehoboam. 


I. Jofiah. 


2. Jacob. 


2. Abijab. 


2^ Jehoiakim. 


3. Judah. 


3. Afa. 


3« Jehoiacliin. 


4. Pharez. 


4. Jehoftaphat. 


4. Salathiel. 


.5, K^ron. 
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5. ZorobabeK 


6. Aram. 
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7. Jehoafli. 
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8. Amaziah.^ 
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14. Amon. . 
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In the firft feries Salmah's namei though withoot » 
numbeis is retained. From an inviolable regard to 
fidelityy.a charafler eflential to juft criticifm» the author 
u conftrained to acknowledge, that he is at a lob how 
to-determine this doubtful article in computation. On 
a ferious examination of the arguments on either fide, 
(for this fubjeS is now, for the third time, refumed), 
be, with a mixture of caution and diffidence, exhibits 
bis finguJar opinion to public view. 

I. The names SaJmah and Salmon are uniformly ex- 
prefled, as diftinft perfons, in the Heb. text of Ruth, iv. 
ao and 21, without the difcordant authority of one va- 
rious reading ; and this diflinflion is preferved in 
Queen Elizabeth's Englifh Bible>. printed by Robert 
Barker in 161 o. 

II. If the diftin£lion be admitted, the length of the 
generations from Nahfhon to David, (406 years for 
four generations) is happily abbreviated to a nearer con* 
formity with nature, by adding one defcent : 

III. Rachab the mother of Boaz, if fhe be fup^ 
pofed the fame who entertained the fpies, (which tH6 
Evangelift doth not affirm), mull have been either fu- 
perannuated or d£ad before the time of his birth* But 
if his mother were a defcendant from, or a kinfwoman^ 
of the firft Rachab, in the tranfverfe Kne, the difficulty ir 
furmounted ; and this firft Rachab might have been the* 
wife of Sahnah, and that marriage celebrated fix)n afttr 
the paffagc over Jordan. • ^ 

IV. By tbis diflinQion, David is the I4tb in defcent 

ilOVBt 
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from Abraham, exclulively, in perfe^l agreement with 
the decifive report of Matt. L 17. 

I . Tht text in Ruth is a Jingle authority^ and contra-- 
diStory to all the fubfequent regijlersy particularly to that 
in the fir fl chapter of the gofpel by Matthew* 

Anjwer. The pofition is inappofite, and the infer* 
ence inconreqiiential. Sundry important notations de- 
pend on the authority of one foUtary text ; for inliancet 
the fpecification of 480 years for the interval from 
the egrefs to the fourth year of Solomon. This fpace 
is much too long for four generations from Nahihon* 
on the common fuppofition that Nah(hon was cut off* in 
the wildernei^ that Salmon, who married Rachab, was 
bis immediate fon, and that this Rachab was the mother 
of Bbaz by Salmoii. But infert Salmdh, the compu« 
tatbn is brought within the limits of phyfical probabiFi 
lity. It involves no abfurdity to conjefture, that Std^ 
mah was omitted in the other regiilers, as is Salmon in 
I Chron. ii. 12. As to the catalogue in"; the firft 
rbapler of Matthew, before the omiflion can be allowed 
tx> have any force, it ought to be cenified,' that tho 
names Akazias, Joaz; and Ama2nas, were at any time 
found in any one copy. If they were, tha^ one copy 
Uas uobappily eluded the induftry of Mill, Kufter, Wet- 
flein, and Bowycr. Thefe three names occur in. all the 
Old Tefiament pedigrees, and as efltntial parts of Mat« 
thew's roII» are here ztfiorod. I& aU the records tha 

lolii 
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loift or change of names might naturally proceed from 
the fame caufe. A copyift with the (iill^ft intention ol 
executing an accurate tranfcript, direSing his eye from 
Ohozias, Matt. i. 8. ; after engroffing this word in his 
parchment, might, on returning to the volume, find 
Ozias, and miflcd by the fimilitude of words, leave out 
the intermediate claufes, and fo retrench three gene- 
rations from the catalogue. In the like manner might 
one copyift of the firft book of Chronicles omit Sa/mM ; 
and another overlook Salmah in Matthew. The original 
text, in Ruth, feems to have been read thus : " Nah- 
(hoR begat Salmah, and Salmah begat Salmon, and 
Salmon begat Boaz,'* &c. 

a. It may be objeSfedy that mofi of the ancient and hi9^ 
Am verpons of Ruth leave out Salmah. 

It is replied, that this is true with* rcfpeft to the 
Septuagint, and may alfo hold with xefpe3 to others. 
But verfions may uniformly be erroneous, and can 
Bierit no credit in oppo£tion to the original text, at 
<rften as it exadly harnonifes with the truth of chro4> 
nology> biftOry* and nature^ which is the cafe wilih the 
icxt urMfcrrefeview, .- * 

3, 77)4 adffiitfame of SAhMAti intfi the Evang/tl^t 
t4ll tinders mpra£iicabk a hini ffirmerly Juggefk4%intu 
wudmg the piffibility of refioring ta Matthew's catahgut 
the nanus of Jeboiakim and Ahaxiah* . \ . * 

. Anfwer. TaLS objeftion is,-in its utmolk foit«i idi 
Bjitted. : But it muft be reccUfefled,; that the former 
computationv framed! on the vulgar fyfterti, prefu^pofel 
diat tfaenaBNis 0^ Abraham ahdjefos Chrift are necef^ 
:.. " 9 f»T^ 
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fery tQ Qompleto Xhfi regiftpr of thrice XIV. gqict 
rations. This new scheme excludes both, under die 
uotion of implying a palpabb abfurdity. Jehoiakim i» 
extant in the roll, under the equivalent aame: of the 
firft Jeconias; the difference being no more than a 
variation of diale6l. 

The only queftion now remaining for a folution i% 
Whether ought S^lmah or Ahaziah to be admitted, J 
If both be received, the lift is redundant ; but deficient^ 
if both be left out* To preferve tvQry criterion of 
congruity between the genealogical regiftcrs of the OM 
and New Tcftament, wiih refpeft to chronology, hi- 
ftory,^ nature, and the proper diflribution of the triple 
feries, into three equal parts, Salmah has every claim 
to the preference. 

In the cafe of Ahaziah, it has above been fuggefted, 
that his fon JoaQi was bom in the very year of his 
grandfather Jehoram's dcmife ; and that, (hould hit 
immediate father, Ahaziah, be omitted in the catalogue 
of defceats, no blank in time would be the refuit ; ao4 
though the. Evangelift, moft probably, infefted hit name^ 
yet Mt this difcoveiy in computation to the fagacity of 
his readers ; — a point now no lefs obvious, than that 
Abraham and Jefus Chrift are not comprebeoded in the 
intermediate generationt ; that it is requigte 10. include 
Salmah in the firft feries, to the end that it may ter^ 
minate in David ; that Joafti and Amaziah were tran- 
fcribed into the original roll from the chronicle of the 
kings in the fecond feries ; and that the third properly 
' • ", begins 
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begins with Jofiah, and ends with Jacob, Jofeph 61 

Nazareth's father ♦. 

This cautious and well-meant attempt to reconcile' 
the facred genealogies with truth arid nature, was nei- 
ther undertaken, nor conduQed, with the view of re- 
commending the corre£lion of the infpired oracles, in 
the original text of either Teftament ; — a power which 
it IS fuppofed no particular Chriflian church will, in 
this age of the world, afTume or execute. The author's 
fimguine wi(h is to fuggcft a few hints, for the ufe of 
the facred order, in their endeavours to elucidate thd 
Bible from the pulpit or the prefs. This invaluable 
code of divine knowledge, after every efifort to unfold 
its precious contents, llill continues, in many refpeQs, a 
Icaled book to many of its readers. 

* UnwiUifig to ihcur the imputatioii of rafhncfe, in adding 
a new name to the regifter, the author has affixed to Salmah 
no number, while Ahaziah is marked as the 6th in the fecond 
ferics. Thofe judicious readers who acknowledge the force 
of the four r^afons alleged in favour of Salmah, p. 296, are 
left at liberty to prefix the number 9 to his name, and to ex-^ 
punge 6 before Aha»ah. By the arrangement here propofedj 
neccflary it was to reftorc four names from the Hebrew re- 
cords ; but omitted by the Evangclift. Ahaziah, it has been 
fliewn, mvjt be included in the lift of kings, but may be omitted 
in the line of Chrift's progenitors, becaufe the tale of intcrmc* 
diate years isthr fame, and the gemalogj canplete. 



CHAP. 
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CHAP. VIII. 

Luke's Edition of the Genealogies. 

^TT^ H E differences arifing from the two regifteri 
•** have employed fo many pens, that even an abflraQ 
of the opinions, adopted by ieveral authors, would £1} 
9 volume. The reader who defires to fee them, muft 
apply to their works, of which he may, find a larg? 
catalogue in Poole's Synopfis, or in Barradius's Com^ 
mentary. Thofe who would take a curfory view of 
(his fubje£l, may derive much fatisfadion from a trea^i 
tife, of which th^ title is expreffed in the ijotQ ♦* 

The former Evangelift, it is commonly faid, wrote 
his gofpel for confirming the faith of the believing 
Jews ; thi9 for the information of the converts ffom 
paganifm ; and each conftruded his catalogue fuitablj 
to his ultimate defign ; the one tracing Cbrift's pedi- 
gree from th^ father of thie twelve tribes, the other 

• La GeruftJcgU de 'J ejus Cbrift ^ avee demekment des Dlffi" 
cultes qui fe rencontrent dans cette Gencalogie, far M, Cuillard. 
Leyd. 1683. Sec Pilkington's Notes on the Evangel. Hiftory, 
§14.; alfo Grotius, South's Sermons, voUiii. Trapp, Yardley, 
Serrimao, above quoted, 

from 
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from the firft progenitor of mankind. The final rcfult 
is conviAion» the method purfued diflimilar, but the 
accounts not contradidory ; and the number of gene* 
rations, though unequal, yet exempt from the fufpicion 
of fallacy. The Jews were in poffeflion of a regular 
hiflory, from the time they became a diftinfl people ; 
and, therefore, Matthew adopted tlte difcending feries 
from their firft fettlement in Canaan, to the then pafTmg 
age. But as the Gentiles had no records of equal au- 
thenticity, and no certain knowledge of the earlieft 
times, Luke began with the mod recent perixxl of tra- 
dition, and thence proceeded from ftage to (lage, in the 
efceffding feries, to that point, beyond which the corii« 
putatlon by hifiorical years, and by generations, cannot 
be continued. 

The roHs from Adam to David agree in the names 
with no variation, but fuch as refults from the difi*er« 
€nce of languages and dialeds. The number too is the 
lame, with one fole exception, that of 

I* The ficond Ca'man* 

' Om the aothority of this Evangelift, fupported by 
that of the Gfeek Pentateuch, has the exiftence of this 
furious patfiarch been generally believed in the Chritr 
tian chutcb, from the fourth to the now expiring cen- 
tury. So inveterate is this perfuafion, fo many and 
pertinacious its advocates, that thofe who fufpeft an in- 
terpolation almoft incur the uncharitable fufpicion of 
herefy. After a brief hiftory of this controverfv, 
Shuckford expreffcs his convidlion, that the name i« 

furreptitious. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



LUKE*i EJiiion. 30 J 

furrtptlrious. His decifion, with the reafons for it, is 
here ti-aiilcribed| as the mofk probablj?, perfpicuoos, and 

. « EusEBius and Africanus, both of them, bcfidci 
other writers, took their accounts of tbofe times from 
the LXX., and yet have no fuch perfon, as Cainan, 
among the poll-diluvians* 2. They did not admit bit 
name from carcleflhcfs, for by the number of genera* 
tions and of years, which they compute from Shem to 
Abraham, it is plain they knew of no other name than 
they have given us \ therefore, 3. The ancient copiet 
of the Septuagint, from which Africanus and Eufebiut 
wrote, had not the name of Cainan *» 4. This name 

camo 

• This pofition is controvertible, if not falfe. More pro- 
l>able it is, that both thefe fathers found this name in their co- 
pies of the Gr. Pentateuch, but, fafpedting it to be interpohted, 
would not mention it on authority fo very equivocal. It cer* 
tainly was extant in that verfion, long before the Chriflian era. 
For Yardley, who contends that the name is genuine, quotes 
the lame Euibbius, who has preferved a fragment of Alex. Com. 
Polyhiftor, 86 years before Chrift. The pffflage was copied by 
Poly hi (lor, from Demetrius the hi dorian, who flonriifaed 170 
years before the Chriflian era, and is to this effect : ** From 
Adam to the time when Jofeph's relations went down into 
Egypt, are 36*4 years.** Yardley remarks; «* From which 
fragment it plainly appears, i. That Demetrius follows the 
chronology of the LXX. a. That their chronology was, at 
that time, (within about 70 years after this verlion was firft 
made), the very feme that it now appears to be : and 3. That 
Demetrius doth, and the LXX. interpreters then did, include 
this fecond Cainan, and infert the years to bim appertaining, 
for without thefe ^ears; the forefaid calculation will fall ihoit 

exadly 
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came into the Septuagint copies, through the careleff* 
ncfe of fome tranfcrifaer, who from inattention inferted 
an ante-diluvian name, (for fuch a perfon was before 
the flood), among the poft-diluvians, and having no 
numbers for his name, wrote the numbers belonging to 
Salah twice over. 5. Other cc^ies being taken from 
that erroneous one, the name of Cainan in time came 
to be generally inferted. 6. St. Luke did not put 
Cainan into his genealogy ^ but, 7. Learned men find- 
ing it in the Septuagint, and not in this gofpel, fome 
tranfcribers marked in the margin of their copies this 
name, as thinking it an omiflion. 6. Later copiers and 
editors, finding it thus in the margin, took it into the 
tcxtV 

From the poft-dihivian genealogy this fecond €41- 
nan is excluded by the Samaritan copy. Jofephus was 
extremely cautious of giving a fpurious patriarch a 
place in the Hebrew regifter, and, from this principle, 
would not admit Cainan as a fon of Arphaxad. But, 
after very folemn proteftations of tranflating from the 
(acred records, he adopted the enormouily magnified 
ptmibers of the Greek chronology, and, without hefi-* 
tation, added to the age of about 15 fathers, at the 
^irth of their fpecified foos, |oo years, and thus en-* 

, exa6Hy 130 years." Genealogy, p. 118. Dr. Winder affirm? 
that the amplified chronology of the Gr. Pent, was coeval 
with the firft formation of that verfion, in the time of Ptolemy 
Vy the tranflators. Hift. of Knowl. Part i. p. 240. 
• Connex. vol. 1. p. a 80. 

larged 
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larged the period from Adam to Abraham, about 15 
centuries^ and evinced his unfaithfulnefs as a tranflator. 
The writers of the Samaritan copy, the txanflators 
of the Greek verfion, and Jofephus, all impelled by a 
partiality in favour of an incredible antiquity, to which 
Mofesmade no claim, are inconfiflenc with one another, 
and with themfclves, in many notations of time. The 
Hebrew Pentateuch, whence all the others were pro- 
fefledly 'taken, either as tranfcripts, or verfions, agrees 
in all its copies, as well thofc now extant, as others of 
which any fragments or quotations occur in hiftory. In 
computation it is an infallible axiom, that an original 
deed, or which is equivalent, numerous copies of it, 
taken at diverfe times, and all in perfeft concord, with- 
out the Icaft variation of numbers, are of preferable 
credit to tranflations, juftly fufpeftcd of wilful cor- 
ruption, to gratify national pride. 

With the Chriftian fathers the Greek verfion had 
obtained all the regard and authority, due to the vene- 
rable original, with which many of them were but very 
little acquainted. They propagated a malicipus clamour 
againft the Jews, as if they had, by general confcnt, ab- 
breviated the primitive Mofaical chronology, in order 
to elude the prediftions relative to the time of the 
MefTiah's appearance, and to perplex computation. 

Before the final overthrow of the temple a fraud 
of thismqgnitude was impraflicable, and fince the ge- 
neral difperfion, phyfically impoffible. As if the 
affirmative had been fully proved, with all the fpeciali- 
ties of time, place, perfons, and circumftances, the clal- 
X mour 
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mour has of late been renewed by Whifton, Jacklbn» 
Kennicott ; and laft of all by Dr. L. Geddes, who in 
an Englifh verlion of the Pentateuch, inferts the fpu* 
rious Cainan, and introduces into the xith chapter of 
'Cen^fis all the exaggerated numbers of the Alexandrian 
interpreters, under the equally audacious and ialfe pre- 
tence of t ran fla ting from a correft copy of the ori- 
ginal ; and left he fhould incur the fufpicion of be- 
lieving the divine authority of the facred text, fcruples 
not to repeat his profefTions, that he does not fuppofe 
"Mofes to have written under the influence of infpi- 
ration. 

Dr. Winder, in the pafTage above quoted, fuggefts a 
very forcible reafon for the opinion, that the Hebrew 
chronology was not abbreviated by the Jews, but en- 
larged by the firft Greek tranflators ; — " becaufe the 
latter had a vifible end to be anfwered by it ; viz. that 
of magnifying their antiquities according to the humour 
of that age ; and when there was fcarce any danger of 
detedion : — greater, 1 fay, was the probability of cor- 
rupting the Greek vej^fion, than of altering the Hebrew 
text, at a time when it could anfwer no end, againft 
either Chrifiians or Pagans ; and when it would be 
almoft impoffible to efcape the dete£lion of the Chrif- 
rtian critics, who were now* as much concerned as 
the Jews thcmfelves to ftudy the Hebrew. 

a. Harmonj 

* NOW the author rtiift.rcfcrtb;|hc:fceo0d century of the 
ChriAian <Fa, when Whjfton wijdly furmifes that the Jcwg 
mutilated the chronology of their Pentateuch. As if the fadt 

bad 
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5U Harmony of the Gen.eahgies from Arphaxad to Ka^^ 

than. 

Not only in the two Evangelifls, but in the Septu- 

agint verfion, the Samaritan copy, and Jofcphus, are 

the names of the defendants from Shcm, and the fura 

of 

had been fully proved by dire^ hiftorical evidence, Jackfon 
andKennicott revived the flanderous calumny againft the Jews 
of that age; and, in thii paragraph, Winder vindicates them 
from that afperiion, oa the great improbability of the attempt^ 
and the certainty of detc<5tian. Whatever chara^eriftical 
blemifhes (lain the reputation of that infatuated people, inva- 
riably zealous they always were to preferve the purity of their 
facred code. In this refpect they exa(fHy refembie the pra(5lice 
of the modern RomtHi church, which has preferved inviolate 
*hc original text; but pronounced one of its ancient vcrfiona 
«<iual in authority. Thus the Jews kept their records unvi- 
tiated, but preferred Uie lefs certain guidance of oral tradition,; 
and the Romanifts, in a lefs remote period, followed their ex- 
ample. Neither party fufpe^Sed, that though they faithfully 
performed the office of depositaries, yet they kept in fafc 
cuftody the fure evidences, that the one had grofsly corrupted 
Judaifm, the other X:hriAianity : and both, like the wicked and 
flothful fervant, who hid bis Lord's talent in a napkin, arc 
judged out of their own mouths. 

The author alludes to an age, when it was the humour to 
magnify the antiquity of nations. It firft prevailed in Egypt, 
,thc very region where the Greek verfion of the Pentateuch 
was fabricated, and fubfequcnt to the time of Herodotus, 
whom the national priefts had nufled by exaggerated traditioni 
of a very remote origin, unfupported by hiftorical rccordt. 
Manetho and Eratofthenes in the fame ocntury gave a frefh 
im;ulfe to the vanity of a creduk>us age; and the Alexandrian 
X % iotcrprctcri. 
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of generations the fame, down to the nativity of Abra- 
ham, Calnan excepted. Hence to the demife of David 
the evangelical pedigrees agree with the Hebrew re- 
cords, and with one another. 

3. Variations from David to TLorobabeU 

•« That the difference in the two pedigrees is owing 
to the different methods in which they ar? deduced, 
and not to want of truth in either, may be argued 
on the following accounts. i. Bccaufc the Jews 
allowed the main point, that Jefus was of David*« 
family ; fo that the Evangelift had no need of inven- 
tion or artifice to prove it. 2. Had they defigned to 
falfify, they would have avoided all variation as much 
as poffible, and delivered their account with the greateil 
appearance of confiftency. So that their very variation 
is a proof of their fimplicity and freedom from any de- 
fign of combination or impofture. Thefe confiderations 
are of greater weight to defend the integrity of the 
Evangelifts, and our Lord's pedigree from David, than 

interpreters, to protea the Jews from the fnppofed infamy of 
an upftart race, enlarged the genealogical numbers of MofeB, 
in their new verfion, but fuflfered the genuine notations which 
remain at this day, to continue as they found them. This 
criticifm fuperfedes Shuckford's fourth remark, that Cainan's 
name was firft introduced by the negligence of a tranfcriber, 
pofterior to the firft formation of the Gr. Pent. For if the 
numbers were then firft cnUrgcd to falfify the chronology. 
ncedlefs it is to coonea with a lef» recent date the interpo- 
lation of a fpurious pa tnarch, which fallacious artifice adds x^O 
years to the chronology of that period. 

7 the 




Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Luke'j Eilirion. 309 

llic diflference, obferved between them, can be to over- 
throw it, even though we were not able to conjeflure 
the reafon of fuch dificrence." 

" But to corae nearer to the point, wc arc not 
without all ,conje£lure, what different methods tho 
Evangelifls might ufe, in their dedu£Uon'of the pedi- 
gree, which might lead them into this variety ;" (nay 
render it unavoidable) : *< fo that, though their accounts 
are not perfe£lly the (ame, yet both may ht true, and 
both confifllent : and, though we cannot Jemonftrate, 
after all, that our account is certainly right, yet it is 
enough for the part of a refpondent^ that it may be fO| 
for ought we know to the contrary^ This eflk£hially 
takes oS* the force of the objcdion ; fo that nothing 
can be concluded againft us from the appearing variety* 
Two fchemes principally have been offered for the re- 
conciliation of this difficulty/* << The firft i^ that of 
Julius AfricanuS) in the beginning of the third centuryi 
and whofe notion, in this matter, is both flated and ap- 
proved by Eufebius ; — that the two EvangelUb have 
drawn out the pedigree of Jofeph, in two different 
views, the natural and J^al method." 

" The fecond Ichemc of reconciliation is, — that 
Matthew has given us the pedigree of Jofeph, and Luke 
that of Mary ; that fo, from both Evangelifis togethei^, 
we might have a double pedigree from David, the one 
in the line by Solomon, the other by the line of 
Nathan*." 

♦ Berriman's Sermons, vol. i. ferm, v. p. i«5, &c. 

X 3 This 
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This judicbus writer fets forth the merits of either 
fcbeme, the objeSions to each, with the anfwers, and 
affirms the propriety of both. In an Anal^s^ a more 
minute difcdllioin is needlefs. 

The generations in Matthew from David to Abiud, 
excluding bothy as likdwife Ahaziah^ are 19, as before 
flated, and the mean proportion of time cannot be 
afcertained, becaufe the interval from the birth of Je- 
coniah to Abiud is not known. If Zorobabel with 
his father Salathiel be omitted, the defccnts are 17, end<> 
ing with the year of Jehoiachin's captivity, A. M« 
341 o. Let the year of Solomon's birth, in 297 1 , be the 
fource of computation : then the Ifefs number, deduded 
f^m the greater, leaves 428 ; and this fum, divided by 
17, quotes 25 years two months for the common in* 
teryal. 

In Luke's catalogue, from David to Neri, in the line 
of Nathan, arfe 20 generations. But it merits enquiry 
whether a dedddion be not admiffible. Irenaeus, Afri- 
caiiui, Eirfcbais, Gregory Nazianzeh, Jerom, Atiguflin, 
and, on their authority, Orofius, with feveral other 
modern critics, rejeft Levi and Matthat ♦. Some of 
thofe fathers it feems furmifcd, that 7a new languages 
were framed at the confufion of tongues, and that this 
number Ivas equal to the generations from Adam to 
Chrift. This is a fanciful afibciatton. It is however 
faid, that tfafey, on this^ notion j expunged from the re- 
giftcr Levi and Matthat, together with Cainan. A 

• Lukc» Hi. 34. 

much 
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much better reafon ocqurs. F^iUy were t)^yi pitriuaded* 
that none of all the three name^ had ^ pluce ia the 
Evangelift's autograph, or in Ms earlieft Ua4^fcrip|t$. In 
the days of Irenxus all three began to appear. He 
and others rej^ed them as fpurioui. But as. it was, in 
that age, a vulgar prejudice, that the new tongues, which 
originated from Babel, and thie progenitors of Jefu^ 
Chrift, were equal in number, thofe who did not affsni 
to this notion, might by that mode of realbning, called 
argumentum ad h^minem^ declare their dijpnt from the 
reception of Cainan, Levi, and Matthat, into the lift. 
Cainan l)elongs to a former clafs, and is already repro- 
bated. But Neri, as the laft of this feries, may, by a 
former rule, be left out : and thus the generations in 
private life, are, for the fame period, equal to thofe in 
the royal calendar from David, that is, 17 defcents in 
428 years. 

4- Fariatiws from ZoroiaM ta Jofefth and Mary. 

In this, as in ttie-foregoing feSiofi, the names are 
entirely different ; but the (bbjefl of difovffioB is the 
variation of generations, wiib rofptd to- number, in the 
iame period of time. 

Matthew^s regifter exhibits 12 generations from 
Jeconiab to Jacob, the father of Jofeph, From tha 
hiHotical year of the^ incarnatioo, A. M. 4004 *, de- 
dua the year of Jeconiib's biith, 3390, the difference is 
^12. This fum divided by 12, the common quantity 

* The number 18 properly cxprcfled, for Uflier gives 4000, 
the vuleu* reckoBiDg 4008. Tbc hiih>rical year is 4004. 

X4 of 
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of a geniCFlition is precifely 51. This mediate fpace 
exceeds the defcents from kings^ thdugh, in the former 
feries by kings and private families, the proportion was 
equality. . 

In the roll by Luke, from Jeconiah to Hell, the 
mother of Mary, arc 21 generations; by which fum 
divide 6 12, the mean proportion is 29. Sometime* 
one life is the d6uble of two in co-exiftence smd fuc- 
eeflion ; fometimes two generations are equal to three 
ill a feries. The difference here is very confiderable. 



" It is no wonder, or any reafonable objefiion, 
that variation, or feeming inconfiflence, fhould be 
in the account of our Lord's genealogy, by the two 
Evangelifts. Thofe, who are acquainted with the cuf- 
toms of the Jews know, that many genealogies feem 
jep ugnant, and are not fo. _ That may happen various 
^way4, ^ may e^fily be proved from feveral books, which 
^tlie. Jews, 2ind we jointly acknowledge. BeGdes, fevcfal 
are the methods of reconciling thefe difficulties, though 
.it is fometimes hard to fay which is the bcft, at the 
difl^ce pf fp many ages ; all.mcmor)^ and even records 
of tlrefe tbingsi being utterly Ipft,* * ♦ Were the par- 
ticular diificAilties more and greater than they are, one 
generiAl aufwer would be fufficient. Had this gene^- 
log)', as drawji by the two Evangelifts, been falfe or 
iriconfiilent, in any one inftance, the Jews, who were 

then 
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then livings when the gofpels were publirtied, could not 
but know it; and« being niortal enemies to ChriftianitVi 
could not but expofe it to all the world : and this muit. 
have utterly ruined the credit of both thcfe gofpcU i 
which we know is not the cafe ♦.*• 

Between Mofes and the Evangdifts is ?i ftriWng 
fimilarlty of manner in their common charafler, as hif- 
toriographcrs. He wrote fuch ftrange accounts of ftraffge 
things, as were not likely to obtain credit, the produc* 
tion of a univerfe from nothing, the deftruflion of the 
whole earth by a deluge, with the exception of a fmall 
Aock, for the reftoration of mankind, and anfmals of 
every fpeci^s. They. reported the birth of a fon by k 
virgin mother, and the redemption of mankind by his 
death on a crofs, which doftrine fome accounted fool- 
ifhnefs, and was to others a Humbling block. Neither 
he nor they betrayed the leaft fufpicion that they might 
incur the ccnfure of collefting and tranfmitting a mafs 
of abfurd paradoxes, impoflibilities, contradiflibiis. No 
apology they offered for the feemingly incredible 
things they recommended to the belief of the world ; 
no anxiety did they difcovcr about confequences, with 
refpeft to ihemfelves ; yet with an ardour of charity 
and zeal, with all the powers of perfuafion, did they 
befeech, implore, and inlieat, th )re to whom they were 
fent, to confult their own moft important interefls. 
Here is every criterion of knowledge and veracity, of 

, • Trapp'8 Notes on Matt, i. 1^13. 

. ' • a fober 
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a fobcr mind, and of ftipcriority to popular opinion « 
Thcfe Evangelifts did not mean to contradiS one 
another ; each had a diftinfi part of the fame fubjed ; 
and both, [Matthew and Luke], it muft be prefumed, 
executed their defign with all the precifion, required 
in £iiithful hiftorians *• 

• The Jews, in common with the ChM'inm, hold, that the 
Mefliah was to proceed from David ; and what obje<^on was 
more pertinent than this, that though the apoftles did preach 
the natural defcent of Jefus from David, yet as he had no 
earthly father* they did not give a true and regular genealogy 
from David to Mary. This objedlion would have been much 
more forcible, than thofc many trifling cavils, which the mo- 
dem Jews have brought, or their forefathers had alleged 
againft the truth of the gofpel. To obviate this objedion, 
after Matthew had given the natural defcent of Jofeph from 
Abraham ; the Holy Spirit dire^ed the pen of Luke to record 
the genealogy of Hcli, the father of Mary, the mother of Je- 
fus> from David, the king, from Abraliam, the father of the 
Hebrews, and from Adam, the father of all mankind. See 
Yardley on the Genealogies, page 353, &c. 
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APPENDIX. 

SiriHures on Sir Ifaac Newtttn^s Chromlogy^ 

Introduction. 

I'^HIS prodigy of genius, while exploring the law$ 
of nature, devoted occafionally a vacant hour to 
the hiftory of time, with the meafurcs of which he was 
well acquainted ; and in fuch refearches, intricate as is 
the fubjefl, found relief from the fatigue of inveftigating 
thofe general principles, which pervade the lUll moie 
complex mechanifm of the univerfe. 

" He bound the fun 
And planets to their fpheres ! th' unequal taflc 
Of human kind till then. Oft had they roll'd 
O'er erring man the year, and oft difgrac'd 
The pride of fchools, before their courfe was known 
Full in its caufes and efTeSs to him, 
All piercing fage ! who fat not down and dream'd 
Romantic fchemes, defended by the din 
Of fpecious words and tyranny of names ; 
But, bidding his amazed mind attend, 

And 
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And with heroick patience years on years 
Deep-fearching, faw at laft the fyftem dawn 
And ihine of all his race, on him alonel 
'" The noifelefs tide of //m^, all bearing down 
To vaft eternity's unbounded fea, 
Where the green iflands of the happy fhinc^ 
He ftemm'd alone ; and to the fuurce (involved 
Deep ih primeval gloom) afcending rais'd 
His lights at equal diflances, to guide 
Hiftorian, wilder'd on his darkfome wa}'." 

This elegant encomium* is, with one exception^ 
Juft. Even the vaft, capacious mind of Newton did 
riot afcend to the foutce of time, but left it involved in 
deep primeval gloom. From the Vulgar year of tlie na- 
tivity, ai erroneoufly defined by Uflier, A. P. J. 4709, 
(which is the true hiilorical date), he purfues his rc- 
fearches, iri the retrograde order, to the days of Eli, 
where he ftates the firft fynchronifm of the Egyptian 
hiftory with! that of the Hebrews. 

Much is it regretted, that he did not extend the 
line of inveftigatioii through the patriarchal ages, by 
the notations of an infallible chronology, (which hap* 
pily conjbincs genealogy with history), back to 
the origin of things, — that point in meafured lime 
where genuine hifl.ory begins, and beyond which chro- 
nology can go no farther. Not fufpeaiiig deception 
or error in the Ipcubrations of a metropolitan, who was 

• Thomfon'i Focm tu tiic Mtmory of Sir Ifaac Newton. 

the 
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ihe ornament of his age, and had excelled all his pre^ 
deceffors in the lingular art of historical ar- 
rangement, Sir Ifaac ftopt fhort, and excluded fronl 
his fyflem the chronology of a8 centuries. 

In Sir John Marfham's Chronological Canon, this 
adventurous reformer of ancient computations found a 
rich mine of mixed ore, gold, filvcr, brafs, iron, and 
clay ; all in one mafs ; waiting the refiner's (kill, and 
the operations of the furnace. Hence he derived art 
immenfe variety of materials, fufceptible of a better 
arrangement, and a more perfefi form. The refult of 
a minute examination was a full conviftion, that the 
antiquities of the Gentiles had been amplified by fiflion, 
difguifed under the maft of allegor}', and derived belief 
from the credjulity of an'ignorant world. 

The Chronology of ancient Kingdoms amend' 
ed^ was not an attempt rafhly projefled, or its ingre- 
dients precipitately thrown together. About five 
months before the author's death he had an interview 
with Dr. Pearce, late biftiop of Rochefter, whom he 
informed, " That he had fpcnt thirty years, at intervals, 
in reading over all the authors, or parts of authors, 
which could furnilh any materials, for forming a 
juft account of the Ancient Chronology ; — that he had, 
in his reading, made coUcftions from thofe authors, 
and had, at the end of 30 years, compofed from thenee 
HIS Chronology of ancient Kingdoms; — and that he 
had written it oyer feveral times, (it appeared after- 
wards, the bifhop thought 16 limes), making a fiew 
^ltc^ations in it, but what were for the fake of fhost- 

ening 
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eping k (as tlic btfhop gathered from his difcourfc), 

and leaving out, in every later copy, fome of the au- 

tboriticj and leferences, on which he bad grounded his 

opinions." 

As this elaborate work was begun in the vigour of 
Jbis fjiiculties, fo it was the fubjed of his thoughts, and 
jihe exercife of his hand, in the lad period of his life. 
••,Aicw days before he died, Dr. Pearce made him a 
ffifit at Kenfiogton, and dined with him. He found 
•him writing over his Chronology of ancient Kingdoms, 
without the help of fpcftacles, at the grcateft diftancc 
in the room from the windows, and with a parcel of 
^books on the table calling a (hade upon the paper. 
-}Seeing this, on ray entering the room, (faid the doflorj, 
«« Sir, you fecm to be writing in a place where you can- 
jiot well fee." His anfwer was," Little light ferves me." 
He then told me, that he was preparing his Chronology 
for the prcfs, and that he Iwd written the grcateft part 
of it for that purpofe ♦." 

WiiiH many difadvantages, the almoft unavoidable 
fate of pofthuraous works, this laft and leaft perfeft 
produftion of the venerable Sir Ifaac Newton, wa3 
.ufhered into tlie world t. His work, as it is, has fo 

great 

• Bilhop Pcarcc's Life, prefixed to his Commentary on the 
Cofpels, &c. p. 41-^44. 

f Buchanan's Hiftory, without the benefit of his laft revifal, 
appeared about three weeks before his death, and he had the 
mortification to be told, that the printer had committed many 
egregious miftakca. Maclaurin dying with the pen in his 
kand, before he had finiflied bis Acc6ukt 0/ Sir Isaac 

Newton> 
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gr^at merit, that, with all its faults, no one publicatioa 
on the fubjeft contains fo many valuable improvemcqti. 
Perfe6lion is a chara3er incompatible with the molt 
'finiflied produ£lions of human genius. Its principles 
new, bold, and rather deep than dark, amazed the illite- 
terate, and puzzled the learned. Scarcely could it be 
expe£led, that even the moil accurate pra£licioners, ia 
the computation of times, would inftantly renounce 
the authority of hoary tradition, abjure tenets eftabliflv- 
ed by immemorial belief, and become prolelytes to 3 
fyfiem, incongruous with the prejudices of education, 
and conftitutional habits of thinking. 

The Chronology of ancient Kingdoms amended^ having 
divided the opinions of the bed judges, experienced a 
kind of ambiguous reception. Its fate was neitbor 
that of many fungous produdions ; — a premature death 
in infancy ; — the lad, and not ieaft fevere, curfe of un- 
fuccefsful author(hip : nor fummary reprobation on the 
fcore of literary impofture. In the very year of its 
publication, 1728, Bedford fent forth his Animad* 
VERSIONS, and Whifton his Confutation. Tbcfe 
luminaries of their day elucidated feveral obfcure parts 
of an abftrufe fubjedl. In their diftin6l perform- 
ances are obvious fignatures of erudition, acutenefs, and 
candour, without credulity, adulation, farcafm, and ilU« 

Newton's Philo/ophical Dycoveriett this work conckides with 
three aftcrics, to denote impcrfc^ion. With a fimilar fetality 
was bis own Chronology exhibited to the public;— a part not 
copied by the author, and the whole fent forth in the condition 
of a dcfencelefs orphan. 

beral 
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beral abufc. With the progrcfs of tim^, Sir Kaac 
Newton's antagonifts nniltiplicd. 

So early as 1730, Shuckford in the Preface to hig 
third volume of Hiflorical Connexions, revived and 
ftrcngthened the objeftion of the two authors, now 
mentioned, to Sir Ifaac's AJlronomical Argument^ for 
bringing the dale of the Argonautic Exptditm three 
centuries lower than it had been fettled by the Old 
Chronology ; and, it rauft be confeffed, left the great 
anthor's poftulate and conclufion, under all the difad- 
vantages (with refpcft to credibility), of fcientifical 
conjeflure. 

Soy IRE, in \i\% Defence of the Ancient Greek Chro- 
n^logjy I74i> repeated tlie impulfe on the mind of the 
public, and ftruck a deeper impreffion. It is there 
affirmed, that Chiron was no praflical aftronomer ; — 
that he had not fufficient knowledge to mark out and 
difcinguiOi the conftellations in the zodiac from tbofe 
in the other parts of the heavens ; — that though hfa 
(kill had. been equal to the conftru£lion of an exa<^ 
fphere, and for aQigning to the equino6lial and folftitial 
points their proper places ; yet fuch a fphere could not 
be of the leaft ufe to the Argonauts, in their (boi^t 
voyage f#oro Theflily tq Cokhis. 

CoSTAUD, in his Letter to Sir Martin Folkes, o^ 
the Rife and Progrcfs of Astronomy among the 
Ancients, 1746, obliquely, yet with becoming decorum, 
reprehends this Aflronomical Argument^ while he refpefl- 
fully conceals the author's name. " Some perfons, too 
great to be mentioned without reverence, fuppofe, th^t 
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ke [Chiron] formed the confteliations for the ufe of the 
Argonauts. If, as it feems, be meant all thofe men- 
tioned in the fphere of Euddxus, it is more, I am afraid^ 
than can well be allowed. That he rtitghl bfe aii ob-^ 
SERVER, indeed, is not improbable, being contemporary 
Vrith thofe who were fo :".^Palamedes, Aflrafeus, Nau- 
pYmsy Atlas, &c. before mentioned. 

The laft, but not the leaft fuccefsful, opponent td 
Sirlfaac's pofitiorts, concerning the Greet Chrdnokgy^ \i 
Dr. Mufgrave in his Examinat10>t of the Objee* 
trorts to the Chronology of the Olympiads, in 1772: 
to aH which authors the inquifitive and leerhed readet 
is rtfei^red, for more aihple information. 

SoWfE principles in this very refpe£Jabl6 philofo- 
pher's faft, though leaft perfeft work, at variahc6 witK 
thofe bf a late right reverend divine, are combated, ill 
the thil-d volume of his' Divine Legatioh, from p. 7.^1 
to 342, with left delicacy than zeal. Warburton waS 
hot a match fdr Newton ih thofe parts of literature 
connefled with the arts of calculation \ but by an in- 
hererit vigour of gfenius, brought difcredit on fome of 
that illuftrious author*s conclulibns, iri hii book of 
Chronological Emendations. Hobke, in the intro- 
duflion to his Rorhan Uljloryy undertakes a vindication 
of Sir Ifaac's aiYangements from the objeftions of his 
feveral opponents, and after making fevfiral conceflions, 
particularly the juniority of Rom6 With tefpeil to 
Carthage, concludes in favour of the jcformed chro- 
ftology. 

Y Sir 
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Sir Ifaac Newton's amazing difcoverics in the ap- 
plication of geometry and experimental philofophy to 
the fydem of nature^ his ingenious Theory of Light 
and Colours, his Improvements in Univerfal Arith- 
metic, not to mention his very probable claim to the 
Invention of Fluxions, had, in his lifetime, procured 
him univerfal eftimation, as the model of fcientifical 
perfeflion ; and he was alraofl the Angular example of 
genius having furmounted envy before death. But 
with flow caution, and not whhout numerous abate* 
ments and mortifying refervations, have the merits of 
his two laft publications, Obfervatiom upon the Prophecies^ 
and The Chronology of ancient Kingdoms^ both poflhu- 
mous, been admitted ; though he had the felicity not 
only to improve, but adorn, every fubjeft, to which he 
applied his maflerly talents. 

In each of thefe performances candid criticifm mud 
allow certain obje£lions, flated by feveral learned men, 
to remain, either in part, or in their full force. But 
this concefliQn does not diveft that great man of the 
honours unquellionably due to him, on account of his 
happy elucidation of the prophetical ftile ; and of his 
coimefling a train of particular prediflions, with the 
continuous feries of genuine hiftory j — neither of many 
important difcoveries, the refult of aftronomy, chrono- 
nology, and genealogy, applied with exquifite flcill, and 
wonderful harmony of co-operation and effefl, to the 
hiftory of the early ages. Imperfeflion is infepa- 
rable fiom even the mod elaborate produ£lions of hu- 
man 
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man genius. When the intricacy of the fubjeft is 
confidered, the overfights here are few and excufable *. 
.In. framing the prefixed Analysis, feveral inftances 
of dcfcft irt the plan, and of improper difpofition in 
the order of the Newtonian Chronology have oc- 
curred. Thcfe, not altogether excluding charaflers of 
imperfeflion or excellence, bbfcrvcd by other writers 
on the fubjeft, are the ground- work of this Appendix^ 
which is, for this reafon, divided into two parts. 

♦ " T hnve one general remark to make on Sir Ifaac's book; 
that he finds fault with the earlier part of the Orecian hiftory 
for having no chronology h and yet fuppofes, that when chro« 
Dology, that Is, technical chronology, was introduced by Ti- 
mfcus and others, the only ufe made of it was to falfify their 
hiftory. This makes it ncceflary to explain, in a few words, 
my notion what chronology Is, and what it is not. I fay then, 
that the genealogy of a particular family, a feries of kings or 
prieftelles, a Jilt of archons, or the records of a public folem. 
nity, like the Olympic games ; none of thefe are chronology. 
But chronology is that fcience, whicl^ompares thofe lifts, ge- 
nealogies, and records together, and aciyufts them to one ano- 
ther, making, if pofllble, one confiftent whole. This is a work 
that requires, no doubt, the hand of a mafter, and it requires 
alfo an unprejudiced mind. For if the chronologer has any 
favourite point to eflabliib, if, for inftance, he be defirous of 
extending or contrading any particular period, he will be 
tempted to mutilate or ftrctch them out, as may bed ferve his 
purpofe. The want of chronology with which Sir Ifaac re- 
proaches the Greeks, is a drcumftance, which in another point 
of view may be confidered as ftrongly fupporting their credit.** 
— Mufgrave, p. %%j^ 
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IN computbg TiMESf Dodwell aflumes, as funda- 
mental, a reafonable poftulate, *< The Chronologer 
muft proceed from known to leli certain periods ♦/* 
The primary term in computation, depending, as fug- 
gefted in the fubjoined note, on the quantity of mea- 
fured time, from the firR to the fecond Adam, and de- 
fined in the records, which Jews and Chriftians acknow- 
ledge to be of divine authority, merits the higheft 

• A certioribus tcmJ^|r?bus ad incertiora progredicndum. 
Dijjh-tationes dt Gracorwn Ramanorumque CycUs. The times 
with which the New Teftamcnt hiftory begins are no Icfs 
known from authentic records, than thofe of the fubfequent 
3ges. Kennedy reveries the p6(lulate, ** Tempora qud anti- 
quiora, eo ccrtiora. This pofition is applicable to that period 
alone, with which the Old Tcftamcnt hiftory begins. The 
grc.it difficulty, wliich has not heretofore been fiirmounted, is 
by comparing with itfdf, by the aid of borrowed light, the 
facred hiftory, for the intermediate fpace from the Creatior 
to the Christian Era. To fix the aftronomical years, fo ds 
not to count incomplete for full, or to multiply their number 
by counting full years twice, has been attempted in the Intro- 
tiuHion to the foregoing Anahjis. 

degree 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Defects in the Plan. 325 

degree of credir, becaufe die vouchers, whence it is 
arcertatned, are, of all others, the bell attefled, and the 
cerid, as in them, fixed mod confonant with natural 
phenomena, the late origin of the mofl ascient civil 
efiabUQiments and national records, the flow progrefs, 
and continual improvenaeiits in arts, &c. Suppofe this 
term uncertain, and tbefe vouchers counterfeit, curious 
and ikilful enquirers int^ the origin of historical 
TIME are left in petpWxity Co determine whether the 
Mo&tcal chronology, or that of the Chakkes^ CbinefiSi 
Egyptians, Gentoos, &c. merits the preference. 

EvEEY well informed ^d impartial enquirer muft 
admit, that the Hebrew records, inTpiration apart, are 
fecommended by internal l:haraaers of confiflenc)', me- 
thod, order, and truth ; not to be found in the annals 
of nations, who pretended a prior origin to the He^- 
brews, bqt were ccrtainJy much more recent. jNo 
alphabetical compofition, on any rubje£), in the primi* 
mitive language qf Egypt, is mentioned in any old 
hiftorian, even by its title, or a detached fragment. 
The Coptic alphabet is deraonflrativcly, if not con- 
fefledly, modem. Manetho's Dynaflies, originally the 
refuit of fi£lion and forgery, never had the lowcft claim 
to credibility : and fo much are they disfigured by 
deliberate changes of names, order, numbers, enlarged, 
omitted, mutilated, or tranfpofed, that 00 gueTs can be 
^ade concerning their primitive contents or.form. The 
Bible exhibiting every criterion of plan, method, and 
tendency to an ultimate end, is properly the fdbjefl of 
fair criticifm, and never lofes credibility, but always 
Y 3 acquires 
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acquires confidence, certainty, and every infallible cba^ 
ra6ler of truth, from thofe modes of trial, and tcfls of 
authenticity, which never fail to dete6l the fabrications 
of impoflure. 

Sir Ifaac Newton, having built his Chronology on 
a foundation already laid, the Annals of Archbifhop 
Uflier,. which had, before his time, obtained a general 
reception, went no farther back than the days of Eli, 
a8 full centuries fubfequent to the Mofaical creation. 
But, as he did not avow his approbation of the received 
fyftem, nobody knows, though it cannot reafonabty be 
prefumed, whether he did tacitly adopt the amplified 
antiquities of the Gentiles. The very firft fcntence of 
his work removes all fuch fufpicion i ^^ AH nations, be- 
fore they began to keep exafl accounts of time, have 
-been prone to raife their antiquities ; and this humour 
has been promoted between nations about their orir 
ginals/' 

Farther, the Chronology of the Hebrew Penta- 
teuch is, in many inftances, different from that of the 
Samaritan copy, of the Greek verfion, and of Jofephus. 
In feveral copies thefe diflinfl authorities contradi£l 
one another, and all deviate from the original, which in 
all itstranfcripts, the Samaritan excepted, exhibits every 
where the fame notations of number within the ex- 
preffed period. Here are two reafons of preference, 
originality, and felf confidence. Tranfcripts and ver- 
fions arc tried by their antitypes, as the fupreme ftand- 
ard. Conformity is reftitude, and deviation the crea- 
ture of error or unfaithfiilnefs. Well known are the 

agents, 
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agents, the times, and the probable caufes of variatipn 
from the numbers of |he venerable original, which none 
of the fcribes or tranQators had the effrontery to cor- 
rupt. As they found, they left it— unviti^ted by en- 
largemenr, mutilation, or change; and kept in cuftody 
the precious dcpofitum, which eventually detefted their 
breach of fidelity, as copiers or tranflators. 

The impuJfive caufe of amplifying the true Mo- 
faical computation was to refcue the nation of the He- 
brews fiom the fuppofed ignominy of a recent origin,- 
in compliance with the prevalent vanity of the Gentiles 
from the days of Herodotus to thofe of Jofephus. It 
has been alleged that the Jews of the fecond century 
firft abbreviated their chronology. Thi« conjefture has 
already been obviated, by ftiewing the iropoffibility of 
fuch a fraud from the time of Mofes to the Chriftian 
era ; greater ftill was the difficulty of executing fuch a 
prcjeft, at a later period ; for the Chriftians of the firft 
century had got in pofleflTion the genuine oracles of 
infpiration. 

This illullrious reformer of ancient chronology^ 
taking his rife frpm the tinges of the later judges in 
Ifrael, has left dt doubtful what edition of the Heb* Pen- 
tateuch he approved, whether the original text, or its 
tranfcripts and verfions, as the model of true chrono- 
logy. The numbers marked in the Short Chronicle 
exprefs the years before the Chriftian era, as fixed by 
Ulher. Where he is erroneous, and Sir Ifaac's arrange* 
ments did not require a different date, he erred with his 
matter ; whence it is prefumed, that bis prime fource 
Y4 of 
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of computation is the number pi the Julian Feriod 
4710. 

Were this computation accurate, which it is not, 
Uflier antedates the difperflon by a term of yean, which 
a6e£)s the credibility of Mofes in his hiftorical charac- 
tcfy if the fiate of arts and population, at the clofe of 
the firft century after the flopd, be maturely confidered. 
The interval, corpprefled within too narrow limits, viq- 
]ates pbyfical probability. Mofes alGrms, that, << Iq 
the days of Peleg was the earth. divided.'^ U(her, after 
Jolephus, refers that partition to the very year of tbat 
patriarch's birth* But the facred hiftori^n's words may 
feirly be fuppofed applicable to any year of Peleg*s life, 
whofe age at death was 239 ; or to any vfar before thq 
birth of Haran, (a bother of Abram), of whom it is 
recorded that he died in the land of his nativity. This 
notation of time prefuppofes the divifion of the earth. 
Who fo well qualified to rcflify this obvious prochro*- 
nifm as the renowned Sir Ifaac Newton, whofe powers 
of computation feem to have been intuitive i This 
point, the time of the general difperfion, would have 
opened to his view momentous difcoveries, refpeding. 
the plantation qf the firft colonies, and the rife of the 
mod ancient kingdoms. It would likewife have pre- 
vented the confufion, which, fmce his death, perplexes 
this fkibjeft, and is likely not to be foon removed. The 
aiaihors of the Ancient JJniverJal HiJlory\ puzzled with 
the difficulties attending this period of the facred chro- 
nology, and incapable of difpelUng the darknefs induced 
by the frivolous and falle arrangenoents of inexpert 
7 chronologers 
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chronologers and commentator€, preferred thp cofppu-i 
Ration? of the Samaritan copy, as more expanded than 
jhofe of the Hebrew, and lefs extravagant than thofe 
of the Qreek verfion. Nor has the licenttoufnefs of 
innovation flopt here. Whifton, Hay, Jackfon, and 
Kennicoit, haying revived the credit of the once cx-^ 
plode<} Septuagint, it is now the fupreme and ^xclufivc 
chronplogical dire£ioryj for one Gcddes, in compliance 
)^ith general opinion, has lately introduced into the 
Englifli Pentateuch, the genealogical plumbers in Gen, 
xi. from the Alexandrian interpreters, under the falCf 
pretence of tr^nflating from the Hebrew. 

Even among thofe Chriftian writers, who adhere to 
the Hebrew corapuution, great is the difcord of opi- 
nions, concerning the firft point in time, which era 
Strauchius pronounces the gordian knot in chronology, 
never to be untwifted by the ingenuity of man. Peta- 
vius, Wallis, and others, have been fo bold as to affirnj 
that abfolute certainty in this matter is not attainable, 
but by divine revelation. 

Unreasonable it is to exped an immediate 
communication of fupematural hght, to confirm the 
difcoveries of the written word. If this point be not 
fhcre TCvealed, it may fafely be ayoided, as one of thofe 
foolifli and unlearned queftions, which minifler flrifes, 
rather than promote edification. . David Paraeus, as 
gubted by Ufher, proiK>unced thofe (who prpmifed an 
exa£l aAronomical table of time, from the firfi point of 
the creation unto Chrift) more worthy of encourage- 
pent than praife, in that they attempted a thing above 

human 
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equally ftriking proofs of ignorance in their own cliro* 
nology, and in the hiftory of the Gentile monarchies. 
Thefc fpecimens alone eflabHfh the iioputation of in-r 
accuracy^ from ignorance, not cleOgq. 

** As long as they [the Jews] continued in the eaft, 
they continued in the eaftern ufage of computation by 
the era of contrafls, as they called that of the Seleu-r 
cidac; but when, about the year pf our Lord 1040^ 
fhey were driven out of the eaft, ^nd forced to remaiii 
in thefe weflern parts, and here fettled in Spain, France^ 
England and Germany, they learped froni fomc of the 
Chriftian chronologers of thefe countries to compu^ 
by .the year^ from the creation. The firft year of this 
era, according to their reckoning, falls in the year of 
the Julian Period 953, and take^ its beginning from 
the autumnal equinox in that year. But the true year 
of the creation, according to Scaliger's computation^ 
was 189 years, and according to others, 249 years 
higher up than where this era of the Jews placet!^ 
it ♦." 

This very judicbus critic and hillorian remarks^ 
" That the era from the creation is of very common 
ufe in ciironology ; but this on account of its uncer* 
tainty he has rejeiSted, raoft chronologers following 
diflferent opinion?, fome reckoning the time fooner, 

fome later, and fcarce any two agreeing m the famp 

+ »> 

• PriJ. Conncx. Part i. p. 426, fol, 
t Prid. Prcf. page Tii. 

Or 
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Or the pagan writers forac maintained the eternity 
of the world, others affirmed, that it bad a beginning; 
but ail of this clafs profeflkd their ignorance of tfa;: 
time. ** If,** fays Cenforinus, " the origin of thfc 
univcrfe were known, I (hould thence begin to reckons 
Whether time had a firft fourCe, or always did cxift^ 
the number of its years cannot be defined *." Pcolcmy 
the aftronomer afferts, " That the epoch of rime lies 
teyond the limits of human knowledge t:" and Jut. 
Firmicas Maternus cenfijres the raihncfs of thofe wh» 
pretend certainty in a matter ^o impenetrably dark ^. 

It has been (hewn, that the Jews had no fkili to 
conneft the genealogical numbers of Mofes, on whi h 
the chronology oT the firft ages is conftruded, or to 
apply to their own hiftory the reigns of the Pcrfian 
monarchs: — that they erred from ignorance; — and 
ought to be acquitted from the calumny of wilfully 
corrupting their records. In like manner has it been 
evinced, that of all the Chriftian chronologers, few 
b?ve afeertained, to the fatisfadion of the public, tlie 
precife quantity of the interval from Adam to our 
era. 

Here was a fubjeft worthy the decifion of Sir Ifaac 
Newton ; — a fubjedl of doubt and perplexity, to the 
elucidation of which his penetrating, extenfive, an 1 
vigorous faculties, were much more than commeiifuratc. 
He either adopted implicitly the erroneous f heme oF 

• De Die Nal. c. 20, ir. f Gr. Syntaxis, lib. iii. 

X Mathts^ 1. iii. c. 2, 

Ufher's 
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Ulher's Annals, or perceived tlic fallacy, and thought iC 

obvious to all the world. 

That very accurate calculator, the late Mr. James 
Fergufon, acknowledges, " That he had ftudied chrono* 
nology but very little * :" and cenfures his antagonift, 
•*,for pretending to have found out in what year of the 
Jul. Period the world was created : — a thing, about 
which not only Mofes and the prophets have been 
filent; but even our Saviour and his apofllcs alfo:— > 
and conftquently a thing, which no man now can 
know, without an immediate revelation from Heaven, 
which we are not to expeft +/* 

In another part of his valuable works, Mr. Fergufon 
modeftly remarks : « In fixing the year of the crea- 
tion to the 7o6rh year of the Jul. Period, which was 
the 4007th before that of Civrift's birth, I have fol- 
lowed the Reverend Mr. Bedford, in his Scripture 
Chronology, printed A. D* 1730, and Mr. Kennedy, 
in a work of the fame title, 1762. Mr. Bedford only 
takes it for granted, that the world was created about 
the lime of the autumnal equinox ; but Mr. Kennedy 
affirms, that the faid equinox was about the noon of 
the fourth day in the citation week, and that the moon 
was then 24 hours pad her oppoGtion to the fun. — ^If 
Mofes had told us the fame things, we (hould have 
had fufficient data for the em of the creation : but as 
he has been filent on thefe points, we mull confider 

• r.cttcrii. to Kcnne<5y, page 9^. 
t Letter i. page 3 

the 
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the bed accounts of chronologers as hypothetical an4 
uncertain*." 

Here is a proper mixture of cenfure and cautipn ; 
and both) in fome degree mifapplied ; for, 

1. Moses has aBually afforded fufHcient data foe 
the date of the creation. He has told us that with the 
time of the Exodus a change of ftile, by which the 
feventh month from the creation became the firft from 
the releale. Bedford and Kennedy rightly dated the 
formation of the falar fyllem from the autumnal equi- 
nox ; and it is well known, that the PalTover, an an- 
nual foleranity in the Jewifh church, and to this day 
obferved, was ordained about the time of the oppofitc 
cardinal point. The conclufion is, that a definite num- 
her of full years, and fix fupernumerary months, had 
clapfed from the primeval week to the firft PafTover. 

2. Both Bedford and Kennedy, with every criterion 
of truth,, fix the primeval week in aflronomiod coin- 
cidence with the autumnal equinox, and the lad week 
of Oaober, A. P. J. 706. 

3. Those learned men miftook the true year of tlie 
Exodus, the former, mifled by Ufher's combination of 
numbers, refers the time to the year of the Julian Pe- . 
riod 3218 ; whence dedu£l 705, the antemundan years 
of that period, the remainder, 2513, denotes the year 
of the world, the fame with that in the Annals, though 
crroneoully put in coincidence by the Primate with 
A. P. J. 3223. The latter, Kennedy, antedates the 

» Aftronomy, 1770, o^flavo, p. 379. 

egrcfs 
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tgrefs by one year; and is fo much the farther froiH 
chronological verity. 

4. From the primeval week in the firft of Adam'i 
life, to the week of the Exoflus, in the 8bth of Mofes; 
ihfe inlermediate fpace is precifely 25 14 years fix months^ 
tor 26 weeks to a day : 15154*705=3220, thfe true 
ftum"ber of the Jul. Period. Fergufon happily agreei 
With his two predecefTors, as to tliat number of this 
period which charafterifes the primeval year; but all 
three, together with the Metropolitan, have mifcalcu- 
lated the year of the cgrefs. 

With great truth and juflicc docs Fergufon cenfurc 
the aftronomical part of Kennedy's fcheme ; nor is his 
work more accurate in chronological arrangement. A 
train of fcienrifical deceptions pervades the entire mafs. 
Some few inftaUces of reprcHenfioii feem to be over- 
done. 

I. Kennedy is blamed for affirming, that the time 
of the autumnal equinox was at the noon of the fourth 
day in the creation week, and that the moon was then 
24 hours paft her oppofition to the fun. This cal- 
culation may be exceptionable. But the critic over- 
flrains his antagonift's meaning, wlieri he infers from 
his words, that the moon aftually exifted before the 
fun*. It implies no abfurdiry to fuppofe, that the two 
luminal ies, in the moment of their creation, might have 
been in the pofition defcribcd by Kennedy, if fo were 
the appointment of the Almighty Maker. Whethef 

• See Letter ii. to Kennedy. 

the 
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ihb ta£k IS capable of proof by the rules of calculation 
\\ a different matter. Fergufon's calculation may be 
more exa£ty though not abfolutely certain. 
• The refult of his operation is, •* that the true tirfje of 
the autumnal equinox, for the longitude of Babylon, 
Was Odobei- 23, at 19 hour$, 1^ minutes, 41 feconds^ 
which in the common way of reckoning is Odober 24, 
at 17. itiinutes 41 feconds pafl feven in the morning/* 
The author fuhjoins the following note: ** The rcafon 
why this calculation makes the autumnal equinox, in 
the year of the Julian Period 706, to be two days 
iboner than the time of the fame equinox mentioned in 
page 153, Is, that in that page, the mean tiihe only is 
taken into the account, as if there were no equation of 
the fun's motion." 

** TkE equation at the time of the equinox then, 
did not exceed an hour and a quarter, when reduced to 
time. — But in the year of Chrift 1756, (which was 
5763 years after), the equation at the autumnal equinox 
amounted to one day, 22 hours, 24 mitiutes ; by which 
quantity the true time fell later than the mean. So 
that, if We confider the true time of this laft mentioned 
equinox, only as mean time, the mean motion of the 
fun, carried thence back to the autumnal equinox, in 
the year of the Julian Period 706, will fix it to the 
25th of Oftober in that year." 

Here are two methods prefcribed for afcertaining 
the time of the autumnal equinox, and fixing the fun*s 
place to the fign Libra on the fourth day of the crea- 
tion week. The fonner, by mean time, as more dired, 

Z is 
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is preferable* The author refers to another calcuIatioiTt 
(Example vi. p. 31 1)> where it is (hewn, that the true 
time of the full moon at Babylon was the 23d 03o« 
ber, at 42 mmutes 46 feconds paft fix in the morning. 
•* Thi»hc (informs his readers) fome fuppofe to have been 
the year of the creation ; and the refult is, that the au- 
tumnal equ'mox was on the next day after the day of. 
the fuH moon. The Dom. Letter for that year was G^ 
and confequently the 24th of O&ober was on a Wed- 
nefday ♦. " 

Let the /n/^ time of the autumnal equinox» A. D. 
1656, which the author confiders only as mean \\xm% 
be applied to the true time of the full moon oa 
the day before the fame equinox, in the number of the. 
Julian Period 706 ; that full moon will fall within the 
limits of the fame day with the primeval^ equinox* 
Scientifical preciCon can, perhaps, bring the approxi* 
mation of the planetary pofitions to no- greater cxad- 
nefs, with refpe£l to a radical point in computation* 
It is requifite to referve for afirooomy all the credit due 
to its decifions, as far as they afford light in difquifitiona 
fo intricate and complicated ; proper regard being ftill 
had to phyfical probability, to the different terms whence 
the natural and the civil day may be, or has been, com- 
puted, and ta the unequivocal noutions of the fibred 
hiftorian. 

2. Be it remarked, that light was produced before 
the luminaries. As foon as the terraqueous mafs had ac^ 

• Aftvon. p. 316, 8vo. 1770. 

quired 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



l)£r£CTS of the Plab. 339 

quired its globular form, and began to move round its 
axis, the Creator Caid, " Let light be.'* The 
efie£l was a diilin£lion of evening and morning, equi- 
valent • to night and day. When the evening and 
morning had meafured the third day, that is, about fix 
of the clock, on the evening of our Wedncfday, about 
the time of the autumnal equinox, God created the 
two great luminaries, in a flate of oppofition, the fun 
in the lower hemifphere to difpenfe light by emanation, 
and the moon in the uppet, to refleft it on the interme- 
diate globe of earth ; the air having previoully been 
framed for its tranfmiffion. At fix of the clock, on 
the morning of Thurfday, the a5th of Odober, the 
fun firft rofe at Babylon, on the northern hemifphere, 
twelve hours after the time of the full moon. 

3. Astronomers, for the greater eafe and cer- 
tainty of obfcrvation, count the 24 hours from noon to 
noon ; we in Britain, from midnight to midnight ; the 
ancient Babylonians and others began the reckoning 
from the rifing fun; the Jews from fun-fet. Mofes 
feems to compute from fix in the evening, the middle 
point between noon and midnight, 

4. Mr. Kennedy was certainly licentious in aflum- 
ing arbitrary poftulates, under the fanftion of Mofaical 
principles, which led him into abfurd conclufions ; and 
thefe he impofed on the public belief, with no fmall 
fhare of dogmatical empiricifm. His Cenfor, Mr. 
Fergufon, difgufted with his overbearing humour, and 
exafperated by perfonal reproaches, efpecially in calling 

Z % him. 
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him, ** an iUitefate and incompetent judged* mixed an 

infufion of irritability with fomc of his ftri6lures ♦." 

Mr. Kennedy was juflly reprchcnfible for many pre- 
carious conjeflufes, fet forth, in plaufible difguife, as 
infallible axioms in the Mofaical chronology, which 
are the wanton fi£lions of his own cxcurfive fancy. 

That the autumnal equinox fell in the middle of 
the primeval week, A. P. J* 706, is a faft aflerted by 

• One inftance, which fecms a deviation from Mr. Fcrgu- 
fon's ufual compofure of temper, is felcftcd from his Firft Let- 
ter, p. a. " You may abufc me as much as you pleafe ; but 
hovVcver illiterate you take me to be, 1 believe 1 know the 
meaning of the felv Hebrew words at the bottom of this page; 
which I need not explain to you, who arc a good Hebrew 
fcholar, and too well acquainted with your Bible to be at any 
lofs where to find them. As many, who read this, may be 
quite ignorant of the Hebrew language. I ftiall neither give 
the Englilh meaning of them, nor direft where to find them, 
becaufe I would not willingly raife a laugh againft you." The 
Hebrew words arc from Prov. xxvi. 4., and thus rendered ia 
our public veiTion : '* Anfwer not a fool according to his 
folly, left thou be alfo like unto him/' 

That he was illiterate is a common, but a falfe allegation. 
He had the benefit of a claflical education in a nobleman's f& 
mily, under the tuition of an able preceptor, and no mean 
proficient in mathematical learning, which ftudies Mr. Fergu- 
fon afterward profecuted under the famous Maclaurin. In 
many branches of learning he made no fmall progrefs without 
the aid of a mafter ; and if he did not rife to eminent (kill in 
the m(n*e abftrufe myfteries of inathematical fcience, he ex- 
celled in the faculty of inventing middle terms for conduding 
experiments, and deducing important conclufions* 

Mofes 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



DtFliCTS oj ihi Plan,. 341 

Mofcs though not in dircft terms, yet by induftioa. 
That the full moon happened precifely 24 hours before 
the fun entered Libra in the fame weejk Mofes. does not 
affirm, either in explicit terms, or by implication. Fer- 
gufon affigns an earlier date by almpil five hours for the 
txue time of that equinox, and anticipates the full 
moon by 25 hours. Yet neither the one nor the other 
meant to affert the ftrange paradox, that the earth's one 
faiellite (hone forth, in direS oppofition to the fun, be^ 
fore his exiftence. Neither did he incur acjimoniouf 
cenfure for affirming, that the fourth day of the original 
week was the (ixteenth of the original fnonth* It is 
well known, that the Jews regulated aH their compu- 
tations for feflivals, &c. from the firft day of the firft 
month, after the vifibility of the moon \ and it would 
lie a very prcpoflerous arrangement, to reckon the be- 
ginning of a month and year from a full moon. *^ From 
the moon is the fign of feafls, a light that declineth in 
her perfedion. The month is called after her name *.** 
The facred year at the egrefs was counted from the day 
of the moon's vifibility after the conjun£iion, and not 
from the next full moon, coincident with ihe 14th of 
the firft month* An oppofition of the two great lu' 
minaries implies a prior conjunflion, whether wtthin> or 
beyond the limits of antemundan duration. 

Mr. Fergufon allows Mr. Kennedy the merit of 
confirming what others had (uggeited ; — the coincidence 
,^ the firft day in the JewiOi and Chriftian week with 

• Ecclus. xliii. 7. 

X 3 «l^e 
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the feventh of the patriarchal ;— and the time of the 
crucifixion with the number of the Jul. Period 4746. 
This conoeflion authenticates the date alTumed for the 
creation, A. P. J. 706. For if either event be referred 
to any other year, the harmonious evidence arifing from 
aftronomy, chronology^ hiftory, and prophecy, like the 
ponfufion of tongues at Babel, becomes difcordant ^. 

• Thpfe fuperficial readers, whofe minds have derived 
%, tinAure of fcepticifm from the romantic prctenfions of the 
ancient and modem Orientals to a very remote origin, it 
may be difficult to pcrfuadc, that the folar fyftem bat not 
exiftcd more than 58 centuries. But the obje^on is imper«- 
tinent and abforfl. For fince it is impoifible, that the world 
ihoHld be eternal, it mufi have had a beginning, and the time 
was, when it could not be older than it is now. If, therefore^ 
it had exifted earlier by millions of years, it might (h'll, with 
equal rcafon, bcaiked. Why was not the univerfc created ip 
tinnes as many millions fooner ? Sec this argument properly 
^ted, in Dr. R. Jcnkin's Rtafonablenep and Certmntj qf the 
Christian Reliqion, vol. ij. p. ao4. Lond. 1711. 
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Deviations frwi Historical Orser. 

1. Acceffion of Saul and Heroifm •/ Jonathan^ 

•^* TN the yeartefore tlie Chriilian era 1069, Saul if 
-*• made king of Ifrael, and, by the hand of Jona- 
than, gets a great viftory over the Philiftines ♦." 

Here is a portentous confufion of incidents and 
dates. Uflier connefls the inauguration of the father 
with the year before Chrifl 1095, which antedates the 
true term by two years 4 and Sir Ifaac brings it int^ 
coincidence with the fon's memorable viftory over the 
Philiftine armies. It has been fhown, that Saul, when 
privately anointed, was 31 years old, and that the Me- 
tropolitan defpoils him of the fovereignty, after a fliort 
reign of two years. According to him the war, in 
which Jonathan gathered fo many laurels, began in the 
third of Saul's reign, and 34th of his life, when a 
choice young man, and a goodly. In the very com*- 
mencement of hoAilities Jonathan's feats in generalfMp 
iCXceeded his years and experience. So incredible arc 

• Short Chronicle, page 11. 

Z4 the 
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the achieveraents afcribed to his valour, while a ftripv 
ling, that every probable reafon induces the neceffity 
of preferring the date of that war to a morp protra^ed 
period of his life, and of his father's reign. 

This expedient is neceflary to prevent the difcord 
of hiftory with the courfe of nature. For, if Saul 
were made king of Ifrael, according to the do3rine of 
the Annals, in the year before Chrift 1095, and this 
war with the PhiHflines brake out 1093, (the 33d gf his 
age), — if likewife Jonathan fmote a garrifon of the Phi- 
liftines in Geba ♦, his age could not exceed 14 years : — 
the natural inference is, that the date of the war mu^ 
^e deferred to a more advanced ftage of the fon's life. 

Again, if this >y?r began eight years before thp 
birth of David, and lafted to the 20th of his age, when 
Samuel denounced the removal of the kingdom from 
Raul's fanjily, that long fcafon of oppreflion and fervi- 
Jtude was coii^cident w^th 2^11 the other wars in that 
reign : — the war >yiih Moab, Ammon^ Edom, 2^ah t. 
7'he recovery of the kingdom is a pure fiftion qf 
the Annalift. Fo|r the facred hiftorian dates Saul's 
reign from the time he was pdvately anoipted at Rama, 
and mentions thjs war with the Philiftines as fubfequent 
to thofe already fpecified, but prior to that with Amalek. 
Py every criterion of time it was a waf of one (ingle 
campaign^ begun and ended in >he year before the vulgar 
Chriflian era 1069, or A. M. 2939> when Jonathan's 
fige fnight be 30, as in the 63d page of this An alysis. 



f f Sam. xiii. 3. •)• j ^am. xiv. 47* 
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The illuftrious Author of the Short ChrmUle^ finding 
the Primate's Arrangements^ for this Period^ involved 
in artificial perplexity, had recourfe to a bold, but 
inadequate conjedure, which brings into coincidence 
the acceflion of the father, and the military achieve- 
ments of the fon. 

It is inadf quale ; becaufe Saul was invefled with 
royalty in the 31II of his age. It has above be^ fliewfi 
that Jonathan is always put firft in the regifter of hit 
brothers, a not unlikely token of primogeniture j — 
that lihbofheth, or Eflibaal *, the youngeft of four, 
f)jcc^eded \\\^ father on the throne of the ten tribes, 
at the age of 40 f ; and was confequently born in the 
fir^ of that reign. Befides Ahinoam, Saul is faid to 
have had no other wife or concubine. She, therefore, was 
llioft probably the mother of Iiis four fons. Suppofe 
them bom, e^ch after an interval of 18 months, Jona- 
than was but fix yea;rs o)d at the time of his father's 
acceflion ; and no more than 15, if born in thp i6th 
of his father's life ; the earlieft age of procreation re- 
corded in the Bible. But the age even of 15, though 
it were certain that he was fo old in the ^rft of that 
reign, is inadequate to his military (kill, experience, 
courage, and fuccefs, exemplified in the facred hiftory. 

On the whole. Sir Ifaac Newton's Scheme is encum- 
bered with all the difficulties which perplex the com- 
putation in the Jnnals. But, if thisPhiliftine war be 
brought a8 years lower than the date afligned by 

f a Sfwi. n. «. aiMl I Chron. viiL 33. f % Sam. li. |o. 
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Udier ; and the acceflion of Sadl carried 0.% yeaiv 
higher than in the Short, Chronicle ; the facred hiftor^ 
is coofiftent with itfelf, with the verity of computatioii* 
jand with the courfe oF nature. 

1. Coextftejtce of Shishac and SesOSTRIS with 
Rehoboam. 

*< In theyearbeforc Chrtfl 974,Serac fpoilstheTempl^ 
;and invades Syria and Perfia, fetting up pillars in many 
places */' ** Sefoftiis in the 5th year of Rehoboam^ 
<:ame out of Egy^st with a great army^ fpoiled the 
Temple, reduced Judea irtto fervitude, and went oil 
conquering, firft eaftward toward India, which he in- 
vaded, and then weft ward as far as Thrace +/* 

Here again is a train of controvertible poftulates. 
From the teflimony of the facred wrifers, in two texts f, 
the Greek interpreters call Shifliac, Soufalim ; and of 
Jofcphus^, who gives the name Soujacos ; certain it i?, 
that he was contemporary with Rehoboam. The dynaf- 
ties, as conftru£led by Eurebius and Syncellus, characterize 
Soujfaheim as the fon of Smcndes, ox Vennephes, the 
66th king numbered by Syncellus ; whereas Sethos, 
Sethofis, Sefoflris, or Sefac, is the 55th of Manetho. 
7"hefe notations are at variance with identity. 

Sir I. Newton argues, " That Selac and Sefoflris 
VftTt kings of ALL Egypt, at one and the fame time ; and 
<bat they agree not only in the time, but in their aftions 
and conquefls. Where Herodotus defcjribes the cxpe- 

• Short Chronicle, p. ao. f Chronol. jch. ii. p. ai^. 

t I Kings, idv. 45. aad a Ckron. xii. 9. 
^ Ast. viii. so. 3* 
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liition of Sefoftris, Jofephus tells us, that he defcribed the 
expedition of Sefac, and attributed his aflions to Sefoftris^ 
erring only in the name of the king. Corruptions of 
pames are frequent in hiftory : Sefoftris was othcrwife 
called Sefochris, Sefoofis, Sethofis, Sefonchis*". 
** ^gyp^ W2S ^^ fi'"ft divided into many fmaller kingdoms^ 
like other nations, and grew into one monarchy by 
degrees.*' 

All great empires were compofed of petty princi- 
palities, accumulated by fucceflive conquefts ; and, if 
Egypt were at firft under the government of feveral in- 
dependent chieftains, with local jurifdi£lion, it was 
confolidated into one monarchy long before the days 
of Rehoboam. In the time of Abraham and Jacob, it 
was under one fovereign. " When Jofeph was fet 
over ALL the land of Egypt, Pharaoh only in the 
THRONE was greater than he; and, when the feven 
years of dearth began to come, and the dearth was in 
ALL lands ; in all the land of Egypt was bread : and 
when ALL the land of Egypt was famifhed, the people 
cried to Pharaoh for bread +." Every circumftance 
indicates one fupreme monarch, and one prime minifter, 
over the whole land. About the time of Mofcs' birth 
f< arofe anew king, who knew not Jofeph." His 
name too was Pharaoh. At the egrefs, the Pharaoh 
of thofc days, with all his hoft, perilhed in the Red 
Sea J. 

Herodotus 

* Chronol. ch. i. p. 68. f Gen. xli. 40—57. 

J Herodotus makes Pheron the fon and fiicoeflbr of Sc- 
|[oftri$. Sir I. Newton affirms, that he was the firft of the 

Pharaohs • 
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Herodotus and D. Siculus, do not mention tfat 
ftther or predcceffor of Sefoftris. But Jofephus* 
quoting from Manetho, records, that Amenophis 
was the father of Sethofis. Africanus and Eufebius 
place Amenophis laft in the i8th dynafty, and Seihos 
firft in the 19th; Africanus, in his I2th dynafly, 
inferts Sefoftris as the fucceflbr of Ammenemis. 

Si R J. Marfham, and Sir I. Newton take for granted* 
that Amenophis, Ammemenes, Ammoo, and Memnrxn, 
were one and the fame perfon, otherwife called Jupiter ; 
and that Bacchus, Ofiris, Sethos, Sethofis, $efoncho&s, 
Sefac, were but diflferent names for Sefoftris. If this 
be a difcovery, it is a fabric built on conjedure, and 
the conclufion, weak, as the hypothefis is ambiguous. 

Sesostris and Sefac, it is faid, reigned at the fame 
time over all Egypt. But other chronologers, on 
grounds equally probable, refer the former to the times 
of the patri^rph Jacob ; and a third clafs reprefenthim 
fo be the Pharaoh who was drowned in the Red 
Sea. Thefe furmifes are, perhaps, all alik^ uncertain. 
Of Sefoflris nathing occurs, but in poetical traditions, 
or legendary catalogues of kings, without chronological 
notations. The time of Sefac's isxiilence is determined 
\>y infallible authority. 

ByT farther ; to neither the one nor the other, or 
to any one Egyptian monarch, fo early as the days of 
Rehoboam, can the achievements, long voyages^ and 

Pharaohs; that in the reign of Afa he was drowned in the 

Nile ; and that he was aftcnvard deified under the name of 

Orus. 

cxtentiv© 
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cxtenfive conquells, enumerated by Sir Ifaac Newton, 
be afcribed. This great author poflulates, *^ That 
Amon, the father of Sefoftris, having, by the afliflance 
of the Edomites, bqilt a fleet on the Red Sea, the fon 
coafied Arabia Felix, failed beyond the Perfian Gulf, 
and in thofe countries fetup columns, withinfcriptions, 
denoting his conquefls. After thefe things, he invaded 
and conquered Libya, prepared a fleet on the Mediter- 
ranean, penetrated as far as tlie Ocean, and at tlie 
mouth of the Straits fet up the famous pillars. At 
length he came out of Egypt and fpoiled the Temple *• 
The afliftance of the Edomites is the bafelefs fabric of 
a vifion. That people firfl acquired reputation as 
navigators in the Chronology of ancient Kingdomt 
amended. 

The Egyptians at the time fpecified, and many ages 
after, had no flcill in maritime afiairs. In the infancy 
of arts, expeditions over a wide tracklefs fca, for 
traffic or conqueft, were impraflicablc. " That of 
Scfoftris has been confidered as the moft favourable era 
in the hiftory of Egypt, for fending a colony into 
China. But, when examined with the greateft at- 
tention, it is nothing more than a facerdotal fiflion, 
without the fmalleft particle of reality. Mcgaflenes, 
cited by Strabo, was perfeftly right in maintaining, 
that Sefoflris had never fet foot in India. What muft 
be confidered ftill more extravagant, is the opinion that 
he conftrufted a fleet of 600 long veflels, on the Red 



• Chron. xi. aX4» 
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Sea. This prodigy is placed at a period, wheii tdu 
ignorance of the Egyptians in navigation was extrense^ 
becaufe their averfion to the fea was invincible. Ship 
timber bcfides was fo very fcarcc in Egypt, that a fuf- 
ficient quantity could with difficulty be found for com-* 
pleting the veffels employed on the Nile, and the dif- 
ferent canals. It was, furely, after many unfuccefsfal 
attempts, that boats were confiru3ed of baked earthy 
an invention hitherto never imitated by any nation^ 
The method of burning thefe veffels, of giving then! 
a certain degree of ftrength by exaftnefs of proportions*, 
of varnifhing and covering them with ruflies, is now 
unknown. When the Ptolomeys endeavoured to 
eflablifli a trade with India by the Red Sea, the want 
of wood forced them to ufe wretched barks, ftirched 
with reeds and papyrus. It appears likewife, that they 
were always condufted by Greek pilots; for the 
Egyptians underllood nothing of working them ♦. 

Isaiah, who prophefied two full centuries after Re- 
boboam, thus defcribes the ftate of navigation in Egypt, 
while he denounces execrations on the ^Ethiopians; 
" Wo to the land, fliadowing with wings, which is beyond 
the rivers of Ethiopia, that fendeth cmbaffadors by the 
fea, even in vejpls of bulruflies upon the waters +.*' 
Too bold, in a ferious hiftory of arts and wars, is the 
paradox of powerful fleets, conveyed from the Nile to 
the Eaftern Ocean, in veffels of earth, burnt like 

• Paw's Piffertations on the Egyptians and Chinefe, toI. i. 
p. at. t I^* ^^ii« <• 
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bricks in a kiln, and covered with bulruflies for wings 
or fails. Now if the Egyptiaiw in Rehoboam's time 
were fo very inexpert in naval archiie6lure and tlic 
art of ileering, much left will ic appear credible that 
Sefollris conftru&ed a fieet of 600 long veflels in an 
age fo remote, as the Exodus. 

It remains to be noted, that the authority of Hero- 
dotufi and Jofepbus, alleged by Sir I. Newton for the 
identity of Sefofiris and Shifhac, is, as deficient anJ 
foreign to the purpofe, iQcoticlurive4 Jofephus relate* 
almoft in the words of the facred records the tranfac" 
tioDS afcribed to ShiQiac '^ ; without the lead mention 
of Sefofiris; and adds, ^^ That Herodotus of Halicarna^us 
defcribes the fame expedition, witl^i the fole miftake of 
tfaat king's name, who» without a battle, reduced 
Syria of Paleiline, and made the men prifoners of 
war." The only paiTage in Herodotus, to which 
Jofephus could poflibly refer, feems to be Book II, os 
Euterpe, Chap. CI — CX. where the ftory of Sefof- 
iris is related; but the name of Shifhac, or Sefac, does 
not once occur. Neither is it there affirmed that 
3efoftris reduced Syria of Palefltne. Tl» author in-^ 
^ked acknowledges that he had feen fome monuments of 
conquefls, gained by Sefofiris, in that country. BtM 
this intelligence feems to merit no more credit than 
what is in the fame pafTagc afferted, that the Phenicians 
and Syrians of Palefline borrowed the cuftom ofcir-* 
cumcifion from Egypt. 

• Sec Jof, Ant. viii. 10. 3. and i Kings, xir. 15. a Chront 
xii. 19. 

3. Co'exiJf<nci 
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3. Cc-exijience of Sefajlris and Danaus. 

Before Cbrift 964 Danaas, with his daughters^ 
fleeing from his brother £gyptus» i. e. from Sefac, comes 
inio Greece *. The return of the one brother is af- 
figned as the reafon of the other*s flight. " On the 
return of Sefodris into Egypt^ his brother Danaas not 
only attempted his life, but alfo commanded his daugh- 
ters, who were 50 in number, and had mafried the Tons 
of Sefoftrls, to (lay their hufbands ; and then fled with 
his daughters from Egypt, in a long (hip of 50 oars. 
This flight was in the 14th year of Rehoboam. Danaus 
came firft to Lindus in Rhodes, and there built a 
temple, and erefled a flatue to Minerva. Thence he 
failed to Argos, where he arrived in the 15th or i6tb 
of Rehoboam +." Here the poflulatc is afliimed — 
that Sefoftris was the brother of Danaus. Manetho, 
and he alone :{:, affirms, that Danaus and Egyptus were 
brothers. Perizonius aflignsavery fatisfa£lory reafon 
for the improbability of this notion, as incompatible with 
genealogy, chronology, and hiflory §• But were this 
hypothelis admitted, the identity of Sefoftris, Egyptus, 
and Sefac, is ftill doubtful. Except Sir J. Marfliam^ 
and Sir I. Newton, none of all the chronologers brings 

• Short Cbron. p. »i. + Chron. c. xi. 13^. 

J Others, befidcs Manetho, report the fame thing ; but on 
bif folc authority haa the co-exiAence of thefe perfbns, with 
the relation of brotherhood, obtained credit. If the fad 
were either uncertain or falfe, the frequent repetition of il 
>y fubfequcnt writers, could not give it conGraiation. 

S Bgypt, Orig. c. xvi. p. 334. 

any 
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any of th^ three intoco-exiftence with Solomon and Re- 
hoboam. Jofephus tcftifies, that the Ifraclites left Egypt 
393 years before the arrival of Danaus at Argos ♦. 
This date may be inaccurate. But it is muchlefs ex- 
ceptionable than Sir I. Newton's hypothefis. Danaus 
had 50 daughters, all married before his flight from 
Egypt, 136 years prior to the 15th of Rehoboam* 
He could not therefore be the brother of Sefac in the 
Sacred Hiftory and Jofephus, or of Sefoftris in Hero* 
dotus. 

Whether the dynaftics be reckoned co-exiftcnt 
or fucceffive, whether computation proceed in the 
retrograde or progrefTive feries, by lunar, folar, or 
federeal years, certainty is unattainable from the want 
of fixed periods, and regulating meafures, applicable 
to collateral hiftory, in the ages prior to Rehoboam 
and Shifhac. Of many kings the names, with the 
length of their reigns, are unknown ; and wide is the 
difference of opinions, in what order the links of the 
chain ought to be difpofed. In (hort, to adjuft hiftory, 
by fuch regifters, is a ta(k fcarcely more pra£licable 
than the decyphering of the hieroglyphics : 

Who ftrivcs to fix them, by feme certain rule. 

May, by right rule and reafon, play the fooL HoR. 

3. Co^xijlence of Tjtruhabel and Jrjbua^ with Ezra and 
Nehemiah. 

" The hiftory of the Jews fet down in the Books of 
£zRA and Neh^mi ah, having fuffered by time, wants 

* Apion, i. 1 6. 

A a fome 
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fome illuftration. I (hall therefore, flate their hiflory 
under Zerubabd, in the reigns of Cyrus, Cambyfes, 
and Darius Hyftafpis." 

•* It is contained partly in the firft three chapters of 
the Book of Ezra, and the firft five verfes of the 
fourth : — and partly in the Boole of Nememi ah, from 
the 5th verfe of the viith chapter, to the 9th vcrfe 
of the xiith : for Nchemiah copied aU this out of the 
Chronicles of the Jews, written before his days ; as 
may appear by reading the place, and confidering that 
the Priefts and Levites, who fealed the covenant, on 
the 24th of the viith month, Nch. x. were the very 
fame with thofe who returned from the captivity, in 
the firft year of Cyrus, Neh. xii. ; and that all thofe 
who returned did feal it. This will be perceived by 
comparifon of the names," &c. * 

It is admitted, that the contents of Ezra's Book, 
from the beginning of the lil to the end of the vith 
chapter relate wholly to the Hiftory of the Jews, under 
Zcrubabel, in the reigns of Cyrus, Carabyfcs, and 
Darius Hyftafpis : a few notations only excepted, which 
Sir Ifaac refers, with exquifite difcrimination, to fub- 
fequent reigns +. 

• Chron. ch. vi. p. 358. 

t For inftanee, the Ahafiierus, ch. iv. 6. was no other than 
Xerxes, the fon and fueccflbr of Dar. Hyftafpis; and the 
Artaxerxes mentioned ch.iv. 7. 11. »3. and ch. vi. 14. was no 
other than Artaxerxes Longimanus, the fon and fucceflbr of 
the lame Xerxes; whofc nanacQ are infbrted in the hiftory by 
anticipation » 

But 
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But it muft not be diflembkd, that the tran&dions 
recorded between verfe 5th) Neh. viith, and verfe 9th, 
ch. xiith of the Tame Book, are all Tubreqaent to the 
reigns of Cyrus, Cambyfes, and Darius Hyftafpis. 
With all proper deference to the memory, and literary 
merit, of Sir I. Newton, be it affirmed, that, except 
two genealogical regiftersjprofefledly inferted as originals, 
or rather as a6lual extrafis, no one incident, in the 
Book of Nchemiah, is prior in date to the 2oth of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus. Nehemiah copied nothing 
from the Jewifh Chronicles, written before his time, 
beGdes the two family regifters, framed in the firft of 
Cyrus, and again produced as vouchers ^in the 2 1 ft of 
Artaxerxes Longimanus, the fon of Xerxes. 

In the remainder of the vith chapter, which treats 
of the Perfian Empire, this great man confounds, in 
p^omifcuous diforder, the tranfa6lions in the reigns of 
Xerxes, and of Artaxerxes Longimanus, with thofe 
of their three predcceffors, Cyrus, Cambyfes, and Dar. 
Hyftafpis ♦• 

These tranfaSions, difpofed in parallel columns, 
according to their feveral dates, will be fufficient to 
evince, that the perfons who fealed the Covenant, 
'Nehr. xii. were quite different from thofe, Who re- 
turned in the firft of Cyrus. 

. ZERUBABEirand Jefliua Nehemiah can^ to 
came to Jerufalem in the Jerufalem in the 20th of 
ift of Cyrus, A. M. 3473. Art. Long. A. M. 3564. 

' -* * Aa^ In 
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In the 7th month of that 
year» the altar built» the 
feaft of tabernacles kept, 
materials and artificers pro- 
vided for the fecond Tern- 
pie. 

In the fecond of Cyrus 
the Temple founded : the 
work obftru£led during 
that and the fubfequent 
reign ; finifhed in the 6th, 
and dedicated in the 7lh, 
Bar. Hyft. A. M. 3494 ♦. 
The building of the 
city oppofed in the i ft of 
Xerxes A. M. 3584 t. 
Prohibited by a decree of 
Art. Long. A.M. 3545 J: 
that decree reverfed by the 
commiflion granted to 
Ezra, in 3551 §. Ezra 
niake$ an end ofdiflblving 
irregular marriages 355 2 ||. 

Th^ hiftory continued 
in the Book of Eflher, to 
the 13th of Art. Long. 

35S7-' .^ ; ' 



nV Chnnohgf. 
In the 2 ill of Art. on 
the 6th month, the watt 
finiflied ; and in the 7th 
m. the Law read, the 
feaft of tabernacles kept, 
with great folemnity : on 
the 24th a Faft \ a cove- 
nant of reformation rati* 
fied ; Neh. x. throughout, 
A. M. 3565. 

Thenceforward the 
rulers dwell at Jerufalem, 
the people caft lots to 
dwell, one in ten, in the 
hply city, and nine parts 
to dwell in the other 
cities of Judah, Neh. xi. 
I, 2. Then follow the 
names of thofe who came 
from Babylon with Ne- 
hemiah in the 20th of 
Artaxerxes, which are 
quite different from thofe 
who 4iccompanted £zni» 
in the 7th of the fame 
reign ; as alfo from the 
retinue of Zerubabel in the 
fi^ft of Cyrus. 



• Ezr. ch. J. to vi. a». t E*^* *^' ^* 

X Eir. iv. 7. 4 2«r. nir^. || Ezr. x, i;. 

r Pridkaux 
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PRIDEAUX fitly obferves, that the Nehemiah and 
Mordecai, in Ezra, ii. 2. were not the Nehemiah and 
Mordecai of whom fo much is faid in the Books of 
Nehemiah and Esther, but quite different perfoni 
of the fame name ** Sir I. Newton, unhappily re- 
ceding from that cautious and amiable diffidence^ which, 
in ambiguous cafes, diftinguifticd him from the petu- 
lance of dogmatifls,. affirms . in terms by far too per^ 
emptory, " Yea Nehemiah, the fame Nehemiah, the 
fonof Hachaliab^ who was the Tirfhatha, fubfcribed 
the covenant in tjie reign pf Cyrus t." It is carefully 
to be noted y — that the Nehemiah, who accompanied 
Zerubabel, is not diftinguiftied, in the. Book of Ezra, 
bjt his family, or office ; for the Tirfhatha, in cb. ii. 63, 
could be no other than Zerubabel him(df ; and the 
Tirfhatha, Neh. viii. 9. mentioned together witl| 
£sra^ the Prieft. and Scribe, could be no other than 
that Nehemiah who came from! Shufhan to JeiiiCalem 
in the 20th of Arttfxerxes L The Law was not read^ 
no occafionai Faft was kejpt, no covenant of reforma- 
tion was fubfcribed in the firfl of Cyrus* The interval 
hence to the 20th of Artaxerxes is 91 years ; a cir- 
cumfhnce extremely unfavourable to the fuppofition of 
one and the fame Nehemiah. 

Our illuflrtous author feeros to have been mifled 
by a variation in orthography or dialed, when he 
fi^pofed, that Ezra the Priefl and Scribe, who read 
the law, Neh. viii. accompanied Zerubabel and Jefbua 

* Conncx. P» i« p, i«6. f Chroo. H j(f • 

A a 3 firom 
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from Babylon, in the firft of Cyrus. Of an Ezra, itt- 
vefted with the defignations of Pried and Scribe, no 
mention occurs in the Book, infcribed with that name, 
before ch. vii. i. where he is charaderized as a fon 
of Seraiah, the 14th in dc^fccnt from Aaron. He 
cejtainly was the predeceflbr and colleague of Nchc- 
miah, in Judea, during the reign of the firft Anaxerxes, 
But whence did Sir L Newton furmife, that this Ezra 
returned in the firft of Cyrus^ contrary to his own 
teftimoiiy ; which fixes his removal from Babylon ta 
the firft day of the firft months in the 7th year of At-." 
taxerxes, and his arrival at Jerufatem, in the 5th 
month of the fatne year * ? His fole authority feems 
to beNeb. xii. i. where we itad, "Now thcfe are 
the priefts ^nd levites who went up with Z^iibabel 
and Jefhua, Seraiafat Jeremiah^ Ezra/* But in the 
original regifter, Ezra, ii* i. &c. Ezra h not ex* 
prefled in any of the claiTes, In Neh. x. a. Seraiaht 
Azariah, (probably Ezra> the prieft ^nd fcribe),^ wiA 
Jeremiah, are faid to have fealed the covenant, af 
priefts ; but it is not affirmed, that they returned in the 
firft of Cyrus. The Ezra, Neh. xii. i. 13. might have 
arrived with Jeftiua, the chief of the facerdotal order ; 
but it does not appear that tbefe were the very fame 
perfons who ratified the covenant in the 21 ft of Ar-r 
taxerxes. If Ezra were an officiating prieft at the end 
of the captivity, his age ih^ was at leaft 31, full 9^ 
years btiott he re^ the law eight days in conlidtioiii 

• £zr« vii. Z, $. 

order 
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order from morning to mid-day, in the ears of all the 
P£OPLE. Such exertion was fcaicely credible at the 
age of 123. 

As diftin£l perfons, fo difierent dates, af^ taken for 
the famc;'^the 7 th month in the pontificate of Joia- 
kim, A. M. 3565, being confounded with the ytbi 
month in the pontificate of his father Jeflma, 3473 >— 
fheffeaft of tabemwrles in the firft of Cyi:us, with 
the fame feftival, kept widi more folemnity in the 2 lit 
oP Artaxerxes. Tbcie are but a Specimen. 
' It cannot be admitted, that Nchemiah copied frbni) 
^lewifk Chronicles, writtea before his time, the things 
related in his Book from the 5th verfe of the viith 
chapter, to the 9th of riiexiith: much lefs, that tlio 
fame thii^ were all of ablate prior to the reigns o£ 
Xerxes anjd Artaxerxes Lon^manos, as isafioned *• 

Th)E Hiftorian acknowleges the authority oE no 
record written before the time 4)f Artaxcrxes, exc^ 
a genealogical regiiler of them who had. come up at 
tke fir*. This regifler he found cither among the 
deeds preferved in the coUefiion of nationaharchivei^ 
fince ti)e days of JeAua, oc its extra£l in the fecond 
chapter of Ezra's Hiftory, ifthen pubWhed. Its tide 
is, <*» Now thefe ar^ the childircn of the province, 
wko^ went up. out of the captivity, whom Nebuchad* 
iiezzar carried away untp Babylon, and came again 
itnto Jerufalem ahd Judah, every man unto his city, 
vnlli ZerutMibel/' In' both it« cop^ f the general 

* Chron. ctv vl» q. 361* f B^ra^ ii. and Neb. vii. 

' I Aa4 number 
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number is, 42,360, but the partial fums, as reckoned 
up by their families in Ezra, amount only to 29,818 ) 
and in Nehemiah, to 31,031. The meaning of which 
is, as Dr. Prideaux obfervcs, they are only the tribes 
of Judah Benjamin, and Levi, who arc reckoned by 
their families, in both thefe places, the reft, being of 
the other tribes of Ifrael, are numbered only in the 
grofsTum, and this in both computations makes the 
grofs fum fo much exceed the partial fums ^. 

It muft be allowed that the numbers and names of 
thofe priefts and levites, Nehemiah, xii. i — 9. who 
went with Zerubabel» agree nearly with the princes^ 
priefts, and levites, chapter x. i-r-13. whofealed the 
covenant. But this general agreement does not evince 
an identity of the perforn. Dr. Wall properly con- 
iiders the names in the lafi mentioned catalogue as the 
families, or defcendants, of thofe who accompanied 
Zerubabel and Jeflma, almoft a century before. Xo 
explode the incoherent hypothefis of Sir I. Newtoo, 
fuflBcient it is to recoiled that Ezra firft arrived at 
Jerufalcm in the 7th of Artaxerxes, with about 1500 
attendants, diftin£^ and feparate from the colony iiQ.che 
firft of Cyrus ;-— and that Nehemiah fet about ^he re- 
paration of the cit)'-waU, in the pontificate of Elialhib, 
the grandfon of JcDiua, no lefs than HO y^ars from the 
foundation of the fecond temple. 

For the imperfeftions found in tlie chronology of 
the Perfian Empire the Editor ofiers the foUowing 

* See Prid« Conncx. Part L p. 107. 

apology. 
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apology. ** The fixtb chapter was not copied out 
with the other five, which makes it doubtful, whether 
the author intended to print it. But being found 
among his papers, and evidently appearing to be a con- 
tinuation of the fame work, and, (as fuch abridged 
in the Short Chronicle), it was thought proper to be 
added. Had the great author hinifelf lived to publifli 
this work, there would have been no occafion for this 
advertifement. But, as it is, the reader is defired to 
allow for fuch imperfedlions, as are infeparable from 
pofthumous pieces." This chapter, with all its defi* 
ciencies and miftakes, exhibits ftriking fignatures of 
judicious difcrimination. The author's overfights were 
thole of a mafterly genius. Even this leafl elaborate 
le£lion of the Ancient Chronology is, in feveral refpe3s, 
a valuable acquiiition ; efpecially, as it Ihews the 
fallacy of confounding Cambyfes and Smerdis with 
Ahafuerus and Artaxerxes, in Ezra, iv. 6, 7 ; for thus 
are refii&ed the prepolterous and fanciful arrangements 
of UOier, Prideaux, Bedford, &c. This equitable 
conceflion, however, does not vindicate conclufions, 
incompatible with chronology, hiftory, and the circum- 
licribed period of natural life. 

^. ne dates ajjigned for feveral arts and ufages^ coeval 
with foetal lifey are improbable : for inftance. 
Agriculture. " Ceres, a womai^ of Sicily, comet 
into Attica, and teaches the Greeks to fow com ; for 
which benefaflion ihe was deified. She firft taught the 
art to Triptolemlis, the young fon of Celeus, king of 

Sleufis : 



GJogle 



Digitized by vawOQ 



362 Sir I. Newton 'j Chronoiagj^ 

Eieufi : before Chnft 1030. Arcat, the fon of Cal- 
Kftoy and grandfon of Lycaon, and Enmelcis the firft 
king of Achaia, receive bread-corn from Triptolemus : 
B* C. 1020 ♦/* 

The cultivation of the ground was introduced in 
the firft age, tranfmitted to the laft generation of the 
old world, and revived by Noah, after the Flood f« 
An art fo indifpenfably neceflary to the comfortable 
fiibfiflence of the human kind, in the progreflSve flages' 
cf population, could in no fubfequent period be loft. 
Much more probable is the pofition, that its advances 
10 perfe£lion kept pace with the continual impfove- 
ments in all the fubfidiary arts. At the time of the 
AQ>erfion, the fcveral colonies carried to their new fet- 
tlements all the ftill and experience of paft ages, and,- 
among the reft of the ufefiil arts, agriculture. 

To the fons of Japhet immediately after the fepara- 
tionfrom B2J)el, were the ifles of the Gentiles, com^ 
prehen&ig Greece, aflrgncd. Extremely abfurd is the 
notion, that they could incrcafe and multiply, and re- 
pJenifh the earth, without fubduing the foil, by the 
Tarious arts of making it fruitful. The old fabulous 
chronology brings the different migralioBS from £gyp€ 
into Greece many ages lower than the days of Japhet. 
Sir John Marlham connefls the arrival of Ceres in 
Greece with the time of Joftiua's death, 13 generations 
after the difperfion in the days of Peleg. It is- not 

« Short Chronicle, p. 15. 
t Otiu W. !• and ch, ix. so* 

credible 
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credible that the ufc af corn was unknown in Greeccj 
from its firft plantation, by the fons of Japhet, to the 
days of Jofliua ; much Icfs, that agriculture, one of the 
primeval arts, was firft introduced into that country, 
in the reign of David. * 

Early ufe of animal food in Egypt. 
"The Egyptians lived only on the fruits of the 
earth and abominated flefli eaters*. They originally 
fared hardly and abftained from animals. Menes taught 
them to adorn their beds and tables with rich furniture, 
and brought in among them a furaptuous, delicious, 
and voluptuous way of lifet." This Menes is, by a 
fatality of computation, put the third in fucccflion 
after the fuppofed Sefac or Sefoftris of Sir I. Newton ; 
and, in connexion with fo very recent a criterion of time, 
the term originally is moft unhappily combined. Ab- 
ftinence from animal food was the natural confequence 
of brute worfliip. Every circumftance recorded of 
the Egyptians, in the days of Abraham, Jacob, an4 
Jofeph, induces the full conviaion, that Monothcifm, 
the religion of the Hebrew Patriarchs, was likewife 
the national religion of that country. Till divine honour* 
were paid to certain fpecies of animals, their flclh 
was no lefs commonly ufed for food than the fruits of 
the earth : and that fuch honours were not paid to 
them in the life-time of Jofeph may fairly be prefumed 
from the hiftory of that time. The chief baker's dream 

* Shgrt Chron. p. 9. t Chron. p. ml 

of 
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of white baftets, contaming aH manner of baked mtAU 
for Pharaoh, implies the nfe of animal food. Jofepb 
ordered the chief ruler of h*w hoirfe to slay and make 
ready, for the entertainment of his brethren, who were 
to dine with him at noon. This fort of idolatry and 
abftinence was the invention of a lubfcquent age. 
For the Ifraelltes in the wildernefs rccollefled with 
dlfcontcnt and impatience the time when they fat by 
the flefh pots of Egypt, and did eat bread to tlie fnff. 
They remembered too the cucumbers, and the melons, 
and the leeks, and the onions, and the garlic; Hence 
it is evident, that the pot-herbs of Egypt were not then 
confecratcd. Corruptions of this kind were moft pro- 
bably introduced, firft of all, in the fpace between the 
death of Jofcph and the egrefs ♦. 

«« The lower part of Egypt being yearly overflowed 
by the Nile, was fcarce inhabited before the invention 
of corn, which made it ufeful : and the kingj who by 
this invention, firft peopled it, and reigned over it, 
perhaps the king of the city Mefir, where Memphis 
Avas afterward built, feems to have been worfliipped 
by his fubjefts, after death, in the ox or caff, for this 
bcncfa6Uon+." It has been (hewn, that the deifica* 
lion and confequent worlhrp of animals can be traced 
no farther back than to the (hort interval from Jofcph 
to the Exodus. At this latter term, and no fooncr, 
Tharaoh permitted the Ifraelites to perform facrificcs 

» For the origin of Brute and Image Worfliip, Sec Winder*s 

Hiftory of Koowl. vol. i. ch. xiv. 

t ChroB, p. X97* 

in 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Deviations from Hijlorical Ordtr, 365 

hi his land ; .but Mofes rcmonftrated, that the flaughter 
of the facred animals, in his dominions, would exaf- 
perate tlie Inhabitants. Here is direft evidence for the 
cxiftence of brute worfhip, and confcquently of ablU- 
neace from animal food, in the time of that very genera- 
tion, which recoilefled the flelh pots of Egypt. From the 
Exodus to the reign of Mcnes, who it is faid fucceedcd 
Orus, the fon of Sefoftris, in the i6th of Afa, king of 
Judah, and firft introduced into Egypt the fumptyous 
mode of living on animal food, the interval is 542 y^ars. 
Sir Ifaac Newton conjeOures, that animal food was 
firft permitted in Egypt, more than five centuries aft^r 
it had been prohibited, as a facrilegious profanation. 
That the lower part of that country, enriched by the 
yearly overflow of the Nile, wa5 fully inhabited, long 
before it was conquered, by the Phenician fliepherds, who 
fled from. Jolhua, is evident from this circumftancc, 
that fo early as the da)'S of Jofeph, the land of Egypt 
had become the granary of the world, and fupplied all 
the contiguous nations with bread, during a grievous 
famine of feven years. In the paflage, above quoted, 
this very eminent writer difcovers a commendable 
degree of caution, in leaving undetermined tlie time 
and name of the king, who invented the art of raifing 
corn, and fercilifed the foil by means of the Nile. 
But if a date, po&erior to the Exodus, be afligned for 
thefe improvements, it will be difficult to account 
for the power of the Egyptian empire, and the no 
lefs fudden than prodigious multiplication of the 
Ifraelites, at a period when, it is affirmed, that the 

country 
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country was fcarce inhabited. The Aborigines, doubtlefs, 
brought into their new fettlement all the arts of the 
old, and of the reftored world. Abfuid is the fup- 
pofition, that tillage once introduced could anywhere 
fall into difufe- 

yj^ rif^ ofariSy and the foundation of cities in Afta Minor, 
Crete, Greece, and Libya, Sir I. Newton refers 
to the age of Cadmus, in the reign of David, an era 
too recent for credibility. 

In our language, as in every other, the fenfe of no 
word is, perhaps, more equivocal than City. Its 
mod general meaning implies an afTemblage of buildings 
occupied by a community of inhabitants. " Rome^ 
properly fpeaking, was at firft but a ferry village, 
whereof e\'en the principal inhabitants followed their 
own ploughs *." Prefumable it is, that many of the 
moft ancient cities, did, in the ftrufture, fize, and num- 
ber, of buildings, refemble feme of our Britifh hamlets. 
As the inhabitants multiplied tliey were enlarged. As 
the feats of empire, afts, or commerce, they rofe gra- 
dually in importance. 

** Cain, who built the firft city, called it after the 
name of his fon, Enoch. The l>eginning of Nimrod's 
kingdom was Babel, and Erech, and Accad, and 
Calnoh, now Bagdat, in the land of Shinar. Out of 
that land went forth Aflier the fon of Shem, and built 
Nineveh, the City of Rebobotb, and Calah." The 

• llooke's Rom. Hift. vol. i. ch. i. 
6 firft 
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firftand lad are called great cities. Sidon, Gerar^ 
Gaza, Sodom, and four other cities in Palefline» if 
not likewife Jerufalem, the metropolis of the ancteat 
Jebufites, had become, fome of them at leaft, very 
popubus, not to fpeak of lefs honourable diftindions, 
prior to the arrival of Abram *. According to that 
one true hypothefis, which reds on the firm bafis of 
hiftoricai evidence, Abram was certainly born in the 
130th, not the 70th of his father's life. Hence Sir 
W. Raleigh deduces a very reafonable inference : 
« In this patriarch's time, all the then parts of the 
world were peopled ; all regions and countries had their 
kings. Egypt had many magnificent cities, and fo had 
Palefiine, and all the bordering countries ; yea, all that 
part of the world befides, as far as India : and thofe 
not built with fiicks but of hewn ftones and ramparts ; 
which magnificence needed a parent of more antiquity 
than thofe other men have fuppofed. Therefore, where 
the fcriptures are plained, and agree heft with reafon 
and nature, to what end (hould we labour to beget 
doubts and fcruples, or draw all things into wonders 
and marvels? giving alfo ftrength to common cavillers, 
and to thofe men's apifh brains, who only bend their 
wits to find impofTibilities and monfters in the dory of 
the world and of mankind t," 

It cannot be denied, that fome of Sir I. Newton's 
arrangements incur this cenfure. For indance — *< In 

* Sec Gen. iv. 17. and ch.x. 10—19, 
t Hiftory, p. %%%, 

the 
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the ) ear before Chrift 1080, Lycaon the fon of Pdalgitt 
builds Lycofara; Phoroneusthe fon of Inachus, Phoroni- 
cum, afterwards called Argus ; iEgiaieus the brother of 
Phoroneus and fon of Inachus, iEgialeum, afterwards 
called Sicyon : and thefe were the oldefl towns in 
Peloponnefus. Till then they built only fingle houfes, 
fcattered up and down in the fields. About the hvat 
time Cecrops built G^cropia in Attica, afterwards called 
Athens ; aud tleufine, the fon of Ogyges, built 
Eleufis. Thefe towns gave a beginning to the kingdoms 
of the Arcadians, Argivcs, Sicyons, Athenians, Eleu- 
finians, &c. **' 

Those who give credit to the fabulous antiquities of 
Egypt, mention three colonies, thence tranfphited info 
Greece. Sir J. Marfliara connefts the firfl expedition 
under Phoroneus with the birth of Ifaac ; the next 
under Cecrops with that of Aaron ; and the third under 
Danaus with the time of the Exodus. The interme- 
diate fpace is four centuries. On Sir I. Newton's 
computation it is remarked, 1 . That the foundation of 
thofe cities, and the rife of thefe kingdoms, arc men- 
tioned as events of the fame date, [" much about the 
Jame t'lmey 2. That the time affighed for fuch build- 
ings is prior to the introduSion of the arts, letters, 
niufic, metals, and their fabrication, from Phenioia 
under Cadmus. Pcrfeftion in architefiure is not con- 
ceivable without the previous /kill of feparating metals 
from tlieir drofs, and offhapingthem into various uten- 

• CbroQ. p. 10. 

f^Is 
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fils by the mould or the hamraer. There arts were 
certainly much more ancient in the LefTer Afia, than 
the reign of David ♦. 3. Sir Ifaac Newton fcems to 
aflfume the poftulate, that the Eg)'ptians, who con- 
du£led fuccefTive colonies into Afia the Lefs, Crete, 
Greece, and Libya, found thefe countries cither defolatc, 
or in a ftate of barbarifm. But it has been (hewn, 
that the fons of Japhet were the firft planters in a much 
more remote age. 4 . Cadmus, it is affirmed, brought 
^ Letters, with other arts, fciences, and cuftoms, of the 
Phenecians, into Bceotia, about 35 years after Lycaon 
built Lycofurat; that is, about the I2th year of 
David's reign. The date of this ufeful improvement is not 
now the fubje£l of difquifition ; for whether it be placed 
higher or lower, certain it is, that alphabetical compoGtion 
was not applied to the biflory of the Greek colonies 
before the order, dates, and all the circumftances of 
the feveral migrations from other countries had entirely 

• Cain the cldcft fon of Adam built a city, and Tubal Cain; 
one of his dcfcendants, was an itiftniAor of every artificer in 
brafi and iron. ^ This implies that the fabrication of mctali 
was prcvioufly known. So large a veflel as the ark could 
not be conftrii^ed, without nails, birs, and plates, and {o 
huge a pile, as the tower of Babel, required no mean degree 
of IklU in mcchanifm. At the difperfion nations were firft 
formed, and fo numerous wns each colony, that the collec- 
tive body in every diftln<ft country poflVfled all the knowledge 
of the primitive world, with the ever accumulating improve- 
ments of the new. Thus mufl the knowledge of the m«fl 
ufeful art 5 have been coeval with the difperfion. 
•J" Chron. p. 14. 

B b ereape4 
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cfcapcd the memory of the inhabitants. Thus if th^ 

Arglvc era were near three centuries prior In time to 

the Attic, as Sxi John Marfham has fixed the origin of 

both, the tranfaflions of thofe intermediate centuries 

could not be preferved to the time of Cadmus ♦• For 

Sir 1. Newton lays down this fundamental principle, 

♦* Before the ufe of letters, the names and aflions of 

men, could fcarce be remembered above 80 or 100 

years after their deaths +." By the fame rule are the 

aflions of Cadmus himfelf unfupported by hiftorical 

evidence. According tojofephus, the Greeks them- 

felves admitted, that the laws of Draco concerning 

murders, were the moft ancient of their public records ; 

and Draco, he fayS) lived but a (hort time before the 

tyrant PififtratusJ. From Cadmus to Pififtratus is 

a period of almoft five centuries beyond the era of 

authentic hiftory. 

That article of the Short Chronicle, (B. Chr. 1080.) 
^'hich makes the two brothers i£gialeus and Phoroneus, 

* The illuftrious author forcfaw this objedion, and had the 
precaution to ward off its force by introducing Lycaon, Pho* 
roneus, Cecrops, and Cadmus, about the fame time. This 
artifice perplexes his rcckonmg hj generations : Agenor, anr 
exile from Egypt, became king of Phcenicia ; whence he im- 
pofed the name Phoenix on his eldeft fbn. His brother 
Cadmus, emigrated thence into Greece, where he built a 
city, and founded Thebes, the capital of Boeotia. This 
expedition is with the greateft probability conneded with the 
time of Samuel the prophet, 50 years earlier than the date 
afligned in The Chronology of ancient Kingdoms amended* 

t ChroD. Introd.p. y. % Apion, i. 4« 

the 
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rtie fdurtders of Sicyon and Argus, in the fame year 
feflifics that millake, in the Old Chronology, which 
inferts 11 or 12 nominal kings of Sicyon between the 
Iwo fons of inachus, now mentioned ; and the years^ 
adigned tothefe feigned kings^ abridge the computs^tion 
by three centuries *. 

This difcovery is important. But the age of Inachu??) 
the father ofiEgialeus and Phoroneys, flill remains 
undefined. Sir J. MarQiam affirms that Inachus w^s a 
.river, not a man +. Sync^llus fays, that Inachus and 
his fon Phoroneus, were the moll ancient kings in 
Greece; and it is well known, that the poets ufually 
derived ihofe kings, of whofe anceflors tradition had 

.not preferved the names, from a river, or a god. In 
the Short Chronicle Cadmus is faid to have brought a 
Pjicnician colony into Greece 120 vears before the 
Voyage of Danaus with his 50 daughters from 
Egypt. This laft date, by the fame chronicle, is 
964 before our^ra, or 529 fubfequent to the Exodus. 

. This computation brings that expedition too low. Jp- 
fephus, in a pafTage already quoted, with much more 
probability affirms, that the Ifraelires left Egypt 393 
years before the reign of Danaus in Argus. But this 
is not the fole objcflion to the poetical, or rather 
fiflitious, plantations of Egyptian colonies in Greece. 
Dr. Mufgrave, comparing minutely the ufages civil, 
domcftic, and religious, of the two countries, pro- 
nounces them totally diffimilar \ and hence he concludes 



• Introdu^'95, p 7. f Chroiu Canon, p. 15. 

1 . • B b 2 
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that the Greeks were, in general, natives of their own 
foil ; that their religion and mythology were radically, 
if not entirely their own ; that they refented as aa, 
indignity the report that Cecrops was a foreigner ;— 
and alfo affirmed that Cadmus, Danaus, and Pelops, 
were the firft ftrangcrs who had fettled among them ♦. 

This ccnfure detrafls from the credit of Strabo, 
D. Siculus, atid others, on whofe authority Mariham 
contends, that Greece was peopled by colonies from 
Eg}'pt under Phoroneus and Cecrops ; but docs not 
affeft the fcherae of Sir 1. Newton, who uniformly 
reprefents the anceftors of fuch leaden, as ftrangcrs 
and intruders, in that country ; and themfelves as 
fugitives, expelled by force. Exceptionable indeed 
is his notion, that Danaus was, the brother of Sefac, 
and Sefac the fame with Sefofiris, as Is already (hewn. 
For if SefoAris returned into Egypt, in the 14th 
of Rehoboam ; and Danaus fet oat on his voyage 
to Argos, as Jofephus teftifies, 393 years after the 
Exodus, the interval is 260 years, a period income 
patible with the do£lrine of Sir I. Newton. 

Such are the imperfe£lions in the plan and exe- 
cution of this great man's chronology. A fpecimea 
only has, for the fake of brevity, been felefted. Can- 
dor and equity demand a concife view of the improve- 
ments peculiar to this his laft bequeft, which, with all 
its defers, would alone have been fufficieat to con- 
fecrate bis memory. 

^ Diflcrt. on Gr. Mfthdogf . 

CHAP« 
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C H A P. III. 

Fixed Periods afcertained by Sir I. Newton* 

BY the light of philofophy have fpots been dif- 
covcred on the fun's difc. But thefe impair not 
the manifold beneficial ufes of that glorious luminary* 
Sir Ifaac Newton was born, in an enlightened age^ 
for the advancement of fcience« and bis comprehenfive 
mind either adorned or cxhaufled every fubjeft of in- 
veftigaiion. It is not furprifmg, that the fame raal^ 
tcrly genius, which gave tlic ftamp and fcal of certainty 
to many abftruTe problems, fufceptible of demon (Iration^ 
or eicperiment, (hould deduce unfatisfadory conclufions, 
either from uncertain principles, or from modes of 
proof, which rcfult in degrees of probability inferior 
to infallible evidence. 

If this wonderful proficient in fclentifical (kill, did 
not untwift all the perplexities, in the art of computing 
times, it cannot be denied, that he improved and 
adorned the fubjeft by conjeQuring (hrewdly concern- 
ing the true date of feveral important events, which 
lay far beyond the line of hiftorical time, and by com- 
bining a train of proofs, fufficient to induce the con- 
viOiotif that bis conjedures were j u$t ^ e. ^. 

B b 3 I. Wild, 
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I. Who, When, and Whence, th^ Pastor- 

KINGS /w Egypt ? 
The foluiion of there queries has long been an 
engine of torture, to the moft profound adepts in the 
niyfterles of computation, and the iilbjeft is ftill under 
an arreft of judgment. Of thefe ambiguous perfonages 
the earliefl account is a fragment of Manetho, prcferved 
by Jofephus, in the 14th feflion of his firft book 
againft Apion. It is in fubflance as follovirs. 

*^* Under art Egyptian king, Timaus, a muUitude 
from ' the Eaft invaded the country, flew fome of the 
inhabitants, cnflavcd others, burnt the cities, dcmohfbed 
the temples, and comnlittcd all manner of hoftilities. 
At length they made Salalis, one of their inumber, king, 
who reigned at Memphis, and made both the upper and 
lower regions tributary. He liadfive fuccefTors, whoft^ 
reigns amounted to about 254 years. After ihem fuc- 
ceedcd another dynafty, who kept poffeffion of Egypt 
511 years," in which fum the former number is pro- 
bably included. It is added, ** That the kingi of 
Thebais, and of the other foverejgntics, raifed a wai^ 
againft the fliepherds, who were fubdued, and /but up 
in a place called Abaris, where they {ortiRcd themfelves, 
in the reign of Alifphragmofis ; under whofe fon^ 
Thuramofis, they agreed to evacuate thfe country. 
They paflcd from Eg)pt through Syria, and' buHt 
Jerufalem in Judea." 

These invaders might ha\^ come fh)ra the Eaft, but 

every feature in the pidltlre difprdves the Vild foppofi- 

' tion 
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.1 ion of Jpfcphus, that th^y y^erc none othen than the 
fathers of tl^c XII. Tribes. Than the fpecified charac- 
ters of time, nothing can be more vague. In that 
firange, inexplicable record, The Dynafties, Timaus 
is the name of no one fovereign ; and the fame may be 
iaid of Alifphragmofis and Thummofis. By no cer- 
tain tcft can the in(cr\Ml be defined. 

Usher brings^ thefe ufurpers from Arabia, Bedford 
from Canaan, and bot;h agree in fixing the time of thp 
invafion to A. M. 1920, or about 90 years before 
Abraham. This term encroaches on the time of the 
^general difperfion, prior to which no kingdoms were 
^refted^ and confequently no revolutions poflible. 
-Allow 500 years for the two dynafties, the time of 
the lading war raifed againft'them by all the con- 
federated kings in Egypt was about 95 years before the 
£xodus. But every, memorial from the birth of Abra- 
ham to the end of the 430 years fojourning, reprefents 
Egypt as one monarchy. The Ifraelites, and the 
tPaftor-kings, both poffefied the Lower Egypt, but not 
*at .the fame time. If the Paftor-kings were expelled 
-before the Ifraelites arrived, the former mull have 
cfeizedtbe country before the feparation from Babel. 
.Thus temples are faid to have been demolished before 
.they were built, and empires overturned before their 
cxiftence. 

•'•(Cumberland, after a very tedious difquiCtion, 
joiaiatains, that thtle. Ihepherds were Pbenicians,dercea* 
dants from Canaan, the firft planter of Paleftine, conr 
neQs their expulfion wkh the Argive era, about the 
^ i B b 4 56th 
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56th /ear of Ifaac's life ; that is, 508 years after tbe 
flood. By this reckoning, they invaded Egypt about 
the time of Arphaxad*s birth or infancy ! What a 
palpable abfurdity ? 

Shuckford conjcflures, that thefc (hepherds were 
the inhabitants about Mount Hor, whom the grand- 
children of Efau expelled their country, in the time of 
Jacob's grandchildren. This author places the ufur- 
pation of Salatis fomewhere between the death of 
Jofeph, and tbe birth of Mofes, and affirms, that the 
cruelties faid to have been done by this tyrant, againft 
tbe kings and native fubjeds of Egypt, were inflided 
on tbe Ifraeiites. He is the new king, who knew not 
Jofeph. But it is not recorded, that Efau, or his 
defcendants, conquered, much lefs expelled the Horites ; 
and lead of all, that the refugees made an inroad into 
Eg}pt, and fubdued the country. This is fi£Hon not 
hiflory. 

Of all the conjectures on this intricate fubjeft, that 
of Sir I. Newton alone derives confirmation from 
liillory. " The Canaanites who fled from Jofliua» 
retired in great numbers into Egypt, conquered the 
lower country, and reigned under their kings, SahLtu^ 
Sec. until the days of Eli and Samuel *." The proofs, 
with their authorities, are fet forth in the larger work» 
p. 198 — 202. 

Several infallible charafiers of time refiriCl the 
conqueft of Canaan to the 45th year from the rdeab 

f Sbc»rt Chron. page ^ 

pot 
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out of Egypt ; and though confidcniWe numbers might 
have taken refuge in that country^ during the four 
pad yean, this may be confidered as the laft date of 
the migration. Eli's magiftracy began in the year 
from theegrefs 319. From the greater number take 
the lefs, the furplus 274, denotes the interval. Manetbo 
and Syncellus, agreeing nearly with Jofephus, as hit 
numbers are now exprefled, aflign 260 years to the 
firft dynafty of the Paftor-kings from Salatis to Aflis ; 
and this fum deduced from 274, leaves 14 years for 
the return of the firft refugees into Canaan. This 
remainder indicatesthe 14th prior to Eli's adminiflration^ 
coincident with the 9th of Tolah, 

All the other fchemes of adjufting this fragment of 
the Egyptian Chronology to the Sacred Hiilory, are 
awkward, fortuitous, inefiecient ; exemplifying licea- 
tioufnefs of conjedlure, incompatible with phyfical 
probability, and repugnant to the fbte of the world. 
Sir I. Newton's hypothefis. refls on the report of au« 
thentic biftory, and difcovers a felicity of gehius in 
afcertaining both the origin and period of this otherwi(i 
equivocal dynafty* 

2. The rife of the ASSYRIAN EMPIRE U placed too ht^ 
. ly aU the ancient^ and the greater part of the modem 

writers. 

« As the deified kings or princes of Greece, Egyptf 
and Syria of Damafcus, have been made much an* 
cienter than the truth, fo have thofe of Chaldea and 
Aflyria: for Diodorus tells us, that, when Alexander 

tbe 
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•he Great was in Afia, the Chaldeans reckoned 473,000 
years fitice they firft began to obferve the liars; and 
Ctefias, with the other Greek and Latin authors* who 
copy from him, have made the Aflyrian Empire as old 
as Noah's Flood within 60 or 70 years, and tell us 
the names of all the kings in Aflyria from Belus to 
Sardanapalus. But the names of his kings have no 
-affinity, (except two or three), with the names of the 
Aflyrians mentioned in fcripturc. — Ctefias fuppofes, 
4hat the Aflyrian Empire was zt an end 250 years before 
it began." 

<< However, we muft allow, that Nimrod founded 
a kingdom at Babylon, and perhaps extended it into 
Affyria, but this kingdom was of fmall extent, if com- 
pared with the empires which rofe up afterwards; 
being only confined within the fertile plains of ChaJdea, 
Chalonitis, and Afl*yria, watered by the Tigris and 
Euphrates : and, if it had been greater, it could not 
have continued long, it being the cufiom, in thofe 
early ages, for every father to divide his territories 
among his fons ♦." 

Sir Ifaac having taken notice, p. 269, that no more 
is heard of an Aflyrian Empire, from the days of 
Nimrod to thofe of Pul, proceeds to /hew, in a mul- 
titude of inftances, from the Sacred Hiftory, that 
various provinces of this large fovereignty, were, during 
that protraSed interval, under the dominion of fundry 
independent kings : and his conclufion is, ** In the reign 

^Cbron.ch«iiup. ^7. 
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of Sennacherib artd Efarhaddori, the Aflyrian Empira 
ftem$ arrived at its grcatncfs, being united under one 
monarch, and containing Aflyria, Media,, Apolloniatis, 
Sufiana, Chaldea, Mefopotamia, Cilicia, Syria, PbcC'- 
nicra, Egypt, Ethiopia, and part of Arabia, and reacli* 
Ching Eaftward into Eiynaais, and Paraetaceoe, a pro- 
vince of the Medes : and if Chalach and Chabor, be 
Colchis and Iberia, as fome think, we are alfo to add 
thefe two provinces, with the two Armcnias, Pontu% 
and Cappadocia, as far as to the river Halys : for 
Herodotus tells us, that the people of Cappadocia, ai 
far as to that river, were called Syrians, by the Greeks, 
both before and after the days of Cyrus, and that the 
Aflyrians were alfo called Syrians by the Greeks*." 

These decifive geographical notations, confirmed 
by fo many appofite and direfi teftimonics from the 
facred Oracles, authenticate this illuftrious writer's 
hypothefis, " That the Empire of Affyria was firft 
founded at Nineveh, by Pul, about the year before 
Chrift 790, and deftroyed by Cyaxares and Nebuchad- 
«i€zzar in 609, after it had flood 180 years." Were 
fimgularity of opinion an infallible fymptom of erroneous 
j«(%ement, eafy it were to defend Sir I. Newton from 
.this charge. Not to mention other cpippetent judges, 
Wr. W. Jamefon, Profeffor of Hiflory in the Univer- 
sity of Giafjgow, publiflied, fo early as 1720, his 
SplclLEGlA ofitiquiiatum :£gypti t^fqfic ei viclnarum 
Gentium 2 in which very exquifite fpecimen of 

•Clu-on,p.a?3, 

Orienfit 
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Oriental learning is fuggcfted, and ably maintained. 
Sir I. Newton's fcheme of the Aflyrian monarchy, in 
its late origin, wide extent, and fhort duration ♦. 

The date of the Argonautic expedition, and of 
the Heraclidae recovering a fettlement ih the Pclopon- 
nefus, Sir I. Newton has fixed, with great probability, on 
the unanimous report of traditional hiftory. Thefc 
events are valuable no otherwife, than by their fub- 
fervience to determine the following epoch* 

3. The overthrow of Tko\ feems probably connceied 
with the reign of Jehosh A? HAT in Judah^ and of 
Ah Ah in I/raeL 

From the royal calendar, in Jerufalem and Samaria^ 
certain it is, that thcfe were contemporary princes ;— 
that Ahab married Jezebel, the daughter of Ethbaal, or 
Itho-baal, king of Zidon; — and that Jehoram, the 
ion of Jehofhaphat, married Athaliah, the daughter of 
Jezebel. Thus is the genealogy of the Hebrews inter** 
mixed with that of the Tyrians. 

Ethbaal was the great-grandfather of Dichn 
the filler of Pygmalion. <' Virgil, and his fcholiaft 
Servius, who might have fome things from the archives 
of Tyre and Cyprus, as well as from thofe of Carthage^ 
relate, that Teucer came from the war of Troy to 
Cyprus, in the days of Dido, a little before the reign 
of her brother Pygmalion, and in conjun&ion with 

• This derate piece of ancient criticifm is nowfcldom 
feen. Tbc^fe to whom it isacGcfliUc« may confult chap. iii. 
and iv. 
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htf fother, feized Cyprus^ and ejeded Cinyras : and 
the marbles fay, that Teucer came to Cyprus feven 
years after the de(lru£lion of Troy, and built Salamis. 
If, therefore, the Romans, in the days of Auguftus, 
followed not altogether the artificial chronology of 
Eratollhenes, but had thefe things from the records of 
Carthage, Cyprus, or Tyre, the arrival of Teucer at 
Cyprus will be in the reign of the predeceflbr of Pyg- 
tnalion, and by confequence, the deflruftion of Troy 
about 76 years later than the death of Solomon *.*' 

It b to be noted, that Teucer, the fon of Telamon^ 
king of Salamis, an ifland on the fouthern coall of 
Attica, having incurred his father's difpleafure, becaufe 
he had not brought back from Troy his brother Ajax, 
was refufed an afylum in his native foil. But en- 
couraged by an oracle, he pointed his courfe to Cyprus, 
where he built the new Salamis, and became a pattern 
of fuccefsful enterprize, too eminent to efcape the 
renown arifing from the records of poetical heroifm* 



-Teucer Salamina patremque 



Cum fugerct, tamen uda Lyaeo 
Tempora populei fertur vinxifle corona 

Sic trifles affcflus amicos : 
Quonos c nque feret melior fortuna parenfe 

I'imjsO focii comitefqae, &c. HoR. Odes, L y. 
When TcuccT from his fire and country fled. 
With poplar leaves the hero crown'd his head, 

•Chron.p. 9^« 

Reeking 
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Reeking with winci and thus his friends ad^ft^ 
Deep forrow brooding in each anxibos breaft \ 
Bold let us follow through the foamy tides, 
Where fortune, better than a lather, guides; 
A vaunt defpair J when Teiicet ^tdlls to fame, 
The fame your Augur, and your gdido the fame* ^ 
Another Salamis in foreign clime, r ' 
With rival pride (hall raifc her head fublirae, 
'So Phoebus nods ; ye fons of \^ Jour tru^> 
Full often tried in deeds of deadticr htie. 
To-day with wine drive every care awiay. 
To-morrow tempt again the boundlefs Tea. 

Francis* 

ViR<;iL much more pertinently fpccifies the time^ 

and defcrib^ contemporary perfonages. In the ful>» 

joined paflage J^ido is introduced informing iEneas, 

^*that ihe had feen Tcucer on his voyage, cruifing along 

tbecoall ofSidon. 



- Teucrum memini Sidona venire^ 



Finibus expulfum patriis, nova regna petentem 
Auxillo Bcli. Genitor turn Belus opimaiti 
Vaftabat Cyprum, et viftor ditione tenebat* 
Tempore jam ex illo cafus mihi cognitus urbis 
Trojanx, nomenque tuum, regcfque Pelafgi.' 

i£:N£lD,i. 623* 

-, — i-r— Now 1 call- to mind, 
When Teucer left his native fliorc's behind \ 
The baniftiM prince to Sidon came, to gain 
O^at Belus' aidj to fix him in his reign ; 

5 Then 
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Then the rich Cyprian ifle, my warlike fire, 
SubduM with hoftile fword and vengeful fire. 
From him I learn'd the Grecian kings of feme. 
The fall of llion, and your glorious name. PiTT. 

In the works of Jofephus, and of Theophiius, Bifhop 
of Antioch, are happily prefervcd two extrafU from 
the Tyrian Chronicle, of Menander the Ephefian, who 
compiled with great diligence and no lefs judgement, 
an hiflory both of the Greeks and Barbarians, on the 
authority of genuine records ♦. A relick of pagan 
antiquity fo curious, authentic, and fubfervient, to 
conneft the facred hiftory with that of the gentiles, 
merits fpecial regard, as. affording various articles of 
important intelligence relative to the fabulous age^ and 
as being the only fragment now extant of a once large 
chronicle. It is here exhibited at one view together 
with the co-cxiftent reigns in Jerufalem and Samaria. " 

• Sec Jofephus, Apioti, i. 18, andThcophil. Apolog. Engl, 
edit. I7»a. p. aSt. TJiis fragment, in its two copies, varies 
occafionally in the orthography of names, and in partial 
numbers; but both agree in the order of fucceflion, and 
general (urns. 

On the authority o^the ancient Prolate, 8 years, not 6, 
as in Jofeprus, arc affigned to the reign of Birfczoar, fon of 
Ethbaal. Tnc larger number if here preferred, becaufe every 
probability brings the conflagration of Troy, and the rife of 
Sabunis, into coincidence w.th the reign of PygmaHon't 
father. 

Years 
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Years from the Illd of Solomon and Xlth of Hlramt 
both excludedi to the death of Pygmalion. 
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This Table combines the Phenician with the Hebrew 
Annals, during the lapfe of 180 years, ending A. M. 
3163, which is the 69th before the firft Olympiad. 

The primary end of infcrting it here was to vin- 
dicate and confirm the computation of Sir I. Newton, 
who, by various methods of proof, eftabliflies the con- 
clufion, that Troy was overthrown about the 76th or 
78th year from the demife of Solomon. From all the 
three columns, it is intuitively obvious, that this prince 
died in the 36th year after the' foundation of the 
Temple, co -incident with A. M. 3030 ; for 29944-36 
=3030. It is equally evident, that the cataftrophe of 
Troy (lands in chronological connexion with the 1 14th 
ftotn the foundation of the Temple, A. M. 3108 : the 
Yft ofMatgenus, the father ^f Dido, the 21ft ofAhab^ 
ind the i8th of JehoOiaphat ;— precifely the 78th from 
the dctkik of Solomon : or nearly three centuries fub- 
fequent to the old erroneous chronology. 

Tke ancient writers, Thucydides, Dion, of Hali- 
earnafliis, &c. define the date of fome events by a deter- 
minate number of years prior to the fall of Troy, as 
the expedition of the Argonauts ; others by a pofterior 
term, as the return of the Heraclidse, the origin of 
Rome, &c. But fuch vague arrangements explain 
Aothing ; becaufe the term of computation, or fixed 
j^dinf^ fuppofed to be univerfally well known, is itfelf 
involved in obfcority impenetrable. 

The author lad mentioned, with all the folemn 

formalities of indefeSible precifion, informs his readers, 

that ** Ilium was taken, at the end of the fpring, on 

C c the 
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the 8th day before the end of Tl^argelipn, accordilVtcr 
the Athenian Calendar^ and 17 days before the fuimo^r 
folftice ♦." The year of no national er^ is expr^fbd ^ 
nor was it poflible. At the time whfB Troy wa» 
buried under her own aflies, the 01ympi4d had nPl 
l)PPQroe a chronological epoch, Rome was not built# 
NabonafTary yet unborn^ was not the fubje£l of bifipry* 
The notations, fpecified by this learned FJiftorian ar^ 
aftionomical ; and by his reckoning the fommer folflicQ 
fell (HI the I2th day of the month July, in the Julian 
year of the World 2823, almod three c^tor'^es, s^ 
iJready noted, before the troe date of th^t m^qporahh 
lat^ftrophe. 

TH^t^ fixed period, fuppofe it m^ur^ with evferfi 
poflible cjriterion of fcieptifical tnsth, if abfohlt^ly 
confi^ercd, is frivolous^ ; but, if with referei^ce tqt 
€vc;|i(;s prior) co-exi(lent, or more recent^ imporimtt^ 
That, in this latter view, Sir Ifaac nnderA^, fuc^l 
bifto^cal incidents as the Argonautic Qxpedi^Qn» the 
Qverd^rpw of Troy, the regrefs of the Heraclid^ intt^ 
t^eloponnefus, &c. is naturally inferred from hi^ owii 
yery judicious remark; ^*The(e periods, beinsg fettlod!* 
becGipaye the foundation for building pn them the chro- 
BolpEy of ancient times, and, for fettling t^schro^ 
Bolqg)', nothing more remains to make th^fe jiBriods ^ 
IJttle exaQer, if it can be, a^d to (hew l^ow tb^ reft of 
the antiquities in Greece^ Egypt, Aflyu^r Chaldean 
sind Medi«|, may fuit therewith t." 

/ Dion. Hal. Rom. Antiq. B. z. C. 63. f Chroa- p« ii6. 

The 
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THk illiiAmus author might have included Phoe* 
tiicia, whence he fuppofes, ♦^ that theSidonians, in the 
t5th oCDavid's reign, or thereat>Qutf emigrated under 
Abibalus, Csldmus, Cilix, Tharus, Membliarius, Atym- 
nus, and other x captains^ to Tyre, Aradus, Cilicia, 
Rhodes, Caria, Bithynia, Phrygia, Callitte, Thafui, 
ISamothrace, Crete, Greece, and Libya*/' To the 
feme age is referred the building of Tyre, Tbcb^, 
tec. 

^ In this paiTage Abibalus is affirmed to have been 9 
fugitive from Sidon. But in the fragment from Me- 
isander, it is faid, that he died and was fucceeded by his 
(on Hiram, who, with his defcendants, k^pt poffeffion 
of the throne, s^t lead two centuries, frpm -the acceflioa 
pf At ibalus, to whom Marihall in his Chronological 
Tables afligns a reign of 19 years, prior to the fole 
adminiftration of Hiram. On this hypotheGs Abibalus 
was itiad^ king of Sidon in the 12th of Davi^. His 
predeceflbr was Agenor, the father of Cadmuf, whofe 
elder brother Phoenix, havipg b^e^ born in the country^ 
vas cillcd by its name* Cadmus ^nd Phoenix wqre cer- 
jtainly coeval with Panaus, becaufe be had a d^Mght^r* 
Amymone, by their filler £uropa. Marihaffi da^ tb^ 
migration of Cadmus from Phenicia, about 16 ycai^s 
earlier than that of Danaus from Egypt ; though he 
conne6ls the arrival of both in Greece nearly with ^hc 
time of the Exodus. The authority of Jofephus has 
Already been mentioned, ilating that the Ifraeiiies left 



c c 2 Egypt 
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^gyP* 393 y^*^ •>cfore that expedition of Danatus t 
and the fame writer aflerts, that Tyre was btrilt 249 
years before Solomon's temple* Both thefe notariont 
are more probablet as lefs incongruous with genealogjr 
and hidory, than the reckoning in the Cbronoloff of 
Ancient Kingdonu amended. 

If Sir I. Newton's afligned term for the downfal of 
Troy difagree with his own arrangements for the rife of 
the Bcsotian Thcbeu, and the Fbcntcias^ Tyre, it bar* 
taionifes with the hiftory of the age to which it it re* 
ferred. A few inftances are fubjoined. 

1. Th£ three years of dearth foretold by Elijah in 
the days of Ahab i» recorded, in the fragment front 
Menander, to have happened in the reign of Ethbaal 
king of Tyre, and. father of Jezebel, the wife of Ahabk 
king of Ifrael *. 

2. With the termination of the Trojan war is cow* 
nefied the hiftory of Athens, and the other Grecian 
Kates ; for that city furrcndered in the 22d of Mene* 
flheof, Archon of Athens f. 

3. The father of Pygmalion and Dido was knowa 
by fundry names, Agenor, Belus, Matgenus, Mette% 
not to mention other variations; but his hifiory ia 
fignalifed by two notable events, the fall of Troy in the 
firft, and the rife of New Salamts in the 8tb of hit 
reign. 

* Compare 1 Kings, ii^. 91. and chapters, xnw xvtii. witfc 
JofephttS, Ant. B. yiii. ch. xiii. 1, 2. 
t Par. Chron. Epoch, aj. 

4. Sundry 
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4* SuKDRY memorable incidents diftinguifli thp 
jcign^f Pygmalion^ e- g. ; in his 7th year the flight of 
kis After Dido ; — the cj^ccution of Jezebel, of Ahaziah^ 
and Joram, kings of Jerufalcm and Samaria ;— and that 
levolution which brought Athaliah and Jehu each to a 
racant throne; — in the loth the foundation of New 
Carthage. Obvious is the ufe of chronological characc 
ters, fo numerous, fo deciiive, and all crowded into fo 
narrow a compafs, that they derive mutual elucidation 
from contiguity of time, and co-exiftent perTonages. 

5. By a Angular felicity of conjeQurc, which fome* 
times reconciled apparent contradidiona in hifiprica| 
xecords, has Sir Ifaac rc£)ified thait notorious anachro^ 
mfmi which ignofance, and falfe erudition have laid 
Co the charge of Virgil, in aflerting, thati&ieas was 
coeval ^ith Dido. Thofe of the critics who aflfefi the 
greatell indulgence to thif poet's reputation as an ac.-. 
curate chronologer and genealogift, offer two apologies 
for this confufion of times, events, and charaders. 
Some of them kindly allege the plea of ignorance in 
the antiauitics and hiftory ofTyre. This apology our 
very Iparned author repels, by evincing that both Virgil 
and his commentator Servius« i)ot only l^d accefs to 
the archives of Tyre, Cyprus, and Carthage^ but afiirm, 
with the accuracy of hlflorians, the co-exiftence of 
T^eucer, i£neas, and Dido, about the period of the 
Trojan war. Others admit the poet's (kill in thp 
phronology and hiftory of Troy, Tyre, and Africa, 
but fuppofe that he had recourfe, for the fake of em«» 
^Ililhment, to a poetical licence. This feeble effort, 
Cc 3 to 
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tothvethe poet's credit, betrays the ignorancCiSttidiB. 
jirfitboi tek\ of his friendk, the critics. That Be needed 
Ab fiich jejurte defences, has fully been fhtVfn in a 
U^rhed dtffertation oti.the fubjefl*. 

It ihuft however, he owiicd, tfiat Virgil was in part 
iHiiied by thd ^/a^ arrificial chronology, paiticidafly in 
giving the fan^ion bf Infallibility to that ot^ch^ vf\i(sh 
ibh!t6M a i-eign^ 3(4o years to the kingt of AIbb, his 
cond^itig itneas to Carthage ia the 7ih year of bia 
voyages +, that is, S years prior to the Bi^t €>f Diddt 
froth Tyre, ai>A full four years aft«r Ms own death. 
Aut thefe deviaitions from hiOorical truth da not affeA 
the credibility of the fa£l, that thi^ hero «id ^ei^oinQ 
Wei^ contemporary; which they naigfat be^ on the 
ftjppofition that they never had an iiiterview* 

• Sec DifTerf aliens, and critical Remarks, on the J9^heid 6f 
Virgil, by John Marty n, F.R.S. Lond. 1770. tti the fiWI 
£l?lftV^tion Sir 1. Newton^s arguments are happily HUiftratc4 
and donfiriited. 

-Tc jam fefitimaportat 



Omnibus errantcm terris et fludibus aeftag. JEncid* i. 759. 

Here the 7th fummer from the conflagration of Troy it 

fptcified. 6nt in a former paflifgc of the fame Bdok, v. ii^. 

Jtipiter pr6mifes to :Siltas, in the oracular ftUe, a reign of 

three ytarf after hi's arriral in Latium : 

Tertia dum Latio rejjnadtem viderat aeftas, 
Tcrnaquc tranficruit Rutulii bibcraa fubadis. 
If thefe three years be added to the 7th from the date of 
this expedition, he muft have furvived the fall of Troy 10 years ; 
i period incohipalibft with that hiftory, or rilher tradition, 
^^fch j((Hgn8 but feven years to kis life after that cataftrophe. 
^e Marihtiirs Cbron* Tables, 1x^4. before the Cbnftian 
era. 

6. « When 
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6. * Wl^EN the Rbtaaris Conquered the Carthx- 
^ttlials, tht Archives df Carthagfe came into thelf 
hands ; a(nd therice Appian, in bis hiftory of the Punic 
#art, tells, in found numbers, that Carthage fl664 
^00 yfcart.' Sofintfs ^dds the odd number 37- It wa^ 
ccftroyed in the donfulflijp of Lentulus and Mom* 
Ibius^ A. P. Jul. 4568 ; whence count backwards ^2i 
yeai-s, an<f the EhcoBniA or Dedication of the city, WlH 
fall upon the i6th year of Pygmalion, the brother 6f 
jjjdoj and king of Tyre ♦." With all deference be it 
fcggelled, that, if from 4568, be fubtraQed 737, th6 
f^mainder 3831, will denote the number of the JuKail 
I'enod^ coinciclent With fhe firfl of Carthage; and, by 
the Table, its foundation Was laid in the loth of Pyg- 
malion, and i^th from the cataRrophe of Troy, I6 
ihis one charafler of times, Sir I. Newton*s intuitive 
perfpicacity feems to have failed. This great man 
prefers to no biflorical voncher, in fupport of his pofition, 
that the years of Carthage were anciently reckoned 
Jrom the dedication of the city, and not from the date 
of the firjl builchng. Hiftory ju ft ifies this computation 
in no other infiance, and does not mention this, as an 
(Exception from a general rule. From the fule authority 
of this eminent writer has the hyporheGs derived tra- 
ditional credit. But probable circumflances remonftrate. 
Neccflity, not choice, induced Dido to undertake that 
expedition, of which fafeiy, not empire, was the jwi- 
mary obj^£lt She launched with a few ibips, indif* 

* Chron. p. is* 

C c 4. fiercntly 
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ferently. manned, and found it neceljajy XQ-iile^h^ 
at Cyprus, where, having acquired a reiniprccjij^^t^ 
flie refumed the voyage, landed on thcAf^can coaflfy 
and having ratified commercial treaties with the native^ 
formed at laft the projeft of erefling a fortrels*,./Trbci 
foundation of B}Tfa is, in the table, referred to the'th^d 
year after her expedition from Tyre, precifely 'jyj pripr 
to the defolation of the city by Scipio. Sir I. Newton 
feems to have fallen into an egregious mi|lak>^, when. he 
reckons from the i6th of Pygma/ion, A. P. Jul 3837^ 
for the interval hence to the defolation of Carthage, if 
but 731, inftead of 737. 

Tpis era, the downfal of Troy, fo very memorable 
in the my^holo^ of Greece, yet fo inaccurately de* 
fined by chronological potations in the annals of tho 
Gentiles, Sir Ifaac Newton has afc^rtained by the 
various, but combined operations of aftronomy, chro- 
nology, genealogy, and hiftory. The relult of fuch 
inultiplied experiments is, that Troy was reduced to 
delblation A. M. 3 J08 ; 1 24 years before the reftoration 
of the Olympiads by Iphitus, and iS prior to the foun- 
dation of Carthage by Dido* 

The difcovery of a fource for computation in the 
times antecedent fo the epoch of aflronomical chro- 
nology among thp gentiles, fimilar to the ChrifUan 
era, (a term peculiarly and exquifitely fubfervicnt for 
connefling the hiftory of the Old Teftament with that 
of the New, and, in certain periods of tiipe, th^ 

* Juftin. lib, xvilL 4'— I. 

/acred 
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facred with the profane), if a valuable acquifition to the 
ftock of general knowledge , for which the prefent and 
fucceejiog generations are, and will be, indebted to 
the patient induftry, and exploring genius, of the in- 
comparable Sir L Newton. ♦ The application of this 
fixed term, to the times before and after the Fall of 
Troy, is referved for the (JAjeft of tlie enfuing chapter. 

• Mr. Martyn, iu that morfd of exquifite^ criticifm, the 
D'iTertationaitove quoted, defends Virgil in points not ncccf- 
&Fy to the truth of computatioo^ and which hillory -cannot 
admit. Jfineas reigned four years together with Latinus, and 
thrct more after his colleague's dcccafc He therefore died 
about the end of the feve nth year from the fall of Troy, and 
eoniequcntly before Dido's retreat from Tyre. This author*a 
concluding remark is judicious. ' Every impartial reader 
will be iati^fied that Virgil is acquitted from the anacbronifm 
laid to his charge. Had Sir I. Newton undertaken profefledly 
to vindicate Virgil, we might have fuff^Aed, that he was 
blinded by partiality to that great poet ; but as that is not the 
cafe, we mud look upon him as an impartial judge, tod .nuf 
obforvewitb pleafure, that as Virgil is undefignedlyjuiUfied^ 
6> the authority of that noble poet confirms this ameadineDjt 
^ gncicQt chronology^ by our great philofopher.** 
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The Stibjea continued. 

Of many ancient cbic^, 6titep6p\ilWaiMi itm 
feats of empire, arts, commerce, lej^Ylation *, fo 
Tery fingular has been the fate, that the ^ts, where 
fotne ftood, and the times when others rofc or fell, fcavo 
long fince become the fuhjeft 6f ettntrovCrfy miong iOAU 
c^uaries. In fable, and iii hiftory, , Bab<^t, Meniphis^ 
Thebes, and Troy, have, for ages paft, been obfoiete 
names, befides which no memorial remains. By com** 
paring together a few notations of times and pedigrees^ 
ilUI extant in the records 6f pdA ages^ fttbfeftiecit to 
eonneft theTyxian Annals t^ith tfrofe of the Hebrews aii4 
Greeks, Sir I. Newtdn acquired the honour o^ a dif- 
covery, much more valuable, than would have been 
the reftoration of Troy from her ruins, projefted by 
the firft two Ccfan. 

Censorinus, and the other ancient writers who 
ventured to define the interval from the Fall of Troy 
to the firft Olympiad, waver in their opinions, and 
pronounce with uncertainty. The Icaft fpecified number 
is 395, the greateft 436 : but the intermediate fpacci^ 
according to Sir I. Newton, did not exceed 125* No 
3 Othec 
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other arrangement admits To many and decifive figna* 
ture$ of credibility. If this date be conTidered ac an in- 
faUibIc chr9n6logical cbarafler, and as the center of 
computation for prior and fubfequent occurrencei^ 
future chronologers may, perhaps with fuccefs, reft 
their engihes on this futtrum, and ti^^hially re£lify 
certain hypothefes ailunitd> and concluGoos bduced, in 
the Neiltrtonian chronology. An eiperiment^ for m 
htapUi ±zy now b^ tried. 

It ha% With every colour df probability, been ^{^ 
fumed, that 27 Utopian kings in Sicyoo, before 
Epopeus, ought to be retrehchkd^ bcciufe this lift naaket. 
iSgtaleuS) its fik-ft founder, 360 yein okfer than hit 
brother Pboroiteus. Marfiiatn, biafled in favour ot 
the Old Chronology, pbcet the Argive tt^ 260 yeart 
higher than the Attic ; and confequentty Phorohei* 
as long before Cecrops I. This computation Sit L 
Newton virtually reprobates, by alBgriing altnoft one 
conhnon date to the capital cities^ Ar gos, Sicyop, and 
Athens*. 

Cadmus and Danaus ha^e generally been reckoned 
coeval with the Exodus. Sir Ifaac refers the expeditioa 
of the former into Greece to the i4tb or 46th of 
Davids reign, and that of the latter to the 14th of 
Rehoboam. The interval is 80 years. Europa, the 
filler of Cadmus, is faid to have been the mother of 
Amymone^ one of Danaus's 50 daughters. This dif*- 
proportioa of age brings fufpicion on the reckoning. 

* Sbort Chronicle, lojo. 
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Sir I. Newton^s zeal to abbreviate the extravagalhteon* 
pafations of the untutored, and vain glorious gentiles, 
induced him in this, and feveral other cafes, to over* 
fliooc the mark. 

Riofonsfor anticipating th^ tinu ofDanaas. 

Hiram's acceffion to the throne of Sidon muft 
have been coincident with the 31ft of David, becaufe 
the I ath of Hiram was the 4tb of Solomon* Marfhall's 
Tllbles z({%ffi a reign of ig years to Abibs^usp wbofe 
predeceflbr fcems to have been Phoenix, the fon o( 
Agenor, and brother of Cadmus and Europa. , Theo* 
philus, bifliop of Antioch, tefiifies from documents 
extant in his time, that the Ifraelites left Egypt 316 
years before Danaus went to Argos. Jofephu$, quotiiig 
the fame author, Manetho, and adding the fame rer 
marks, enlarges the interval to 393 ; fo that Danaus 
emigrated from Egypt to Argos 136 years before the 
1 4th of Rehoboam, and with, this date the arrival of 
Cadmus in Bceotia agrees. Other circumilances con-i 
firm this arrangement. No vefiige of alphabetical 
compofition before Mofes is either proved or probable* 
The Phoenicians acquired this art from their near 
neighbours, the Hebrews ; and after the lapfe of font 
centuries almoft, it is fuppofable that Cadmus might 
import the difcovery into Greece. That he actually 
did, is the uniform report of fable, tradition, hiilory» 
or whatever evidence it was, which propagated tho 
univcrfal opinion of antiquity. In Greece, as in other 
countries, flow w«s the receptioui and partial thepro- 

grcfsj 
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grefs, of an art, fo happily adapted for th^ expedilion» 
and eafe, of correfpondence ; not to mention its ufe 
in perpetuating the records of memorable deeds. One 
reafon is obvious ; the imperfefi Aate of mechanical 
knowledge, in framing the inilruments and materials 
for writing, with facility, compofitions of a moderate 
fize, and portable weight. But whatever were the 
obfbcles to the fpeedy and diffufive ufe of written lan- 
guage, the only example in Homer of a miffive letter^ 
in Greece, prior to the Trojan war, is that of Prcetus 
king jof Argos, committed to Bellerophon ♦• Proetui. 
was the third in defcent from Danaus, and might be 
coeval with Solomon. Long after the conclufion of 
that war, fo few were written compofitions, that Ly- 
curgus firft imported from Crete into Greece, a manu-* 
fcript copy of Homer's poems. 

Origin of Hero worjhip in Greea. 

Dr. Winder, in his Chronological and Critical 
Hiftory of Knowledge, in its rife, progre(s, declenfion^ 
and revival, from Adam to Mofes, and from Mofes 
to Chriil, (hews that idolatry was not introduced before 
che general difperfion ; which memorable occurrence 
this author brings confiderably lower than his prede- 
Ceflbrs in facred computation. Of his xiith chap. Ido- 
latry in its feveral kinds is the fubjeS ; — the worftiip 
of vifible and invifible beings, as the luminaries and 
demons, plants and animals ^ — laft of all dead men. In 

chap. 
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chap. XV. it is evinced that hero-gods^ imagei ui 

human (hape, and the difiinQion of fex, among the 

pagan deities, were entirely unknown, in Egypt and 

Greece, at leaft before the giving of the law to the 

Ifraelites. 

Theophilhs of Antioch, to whom reference^ 
concerning the antiquities of the profane Gentifcs, ait 
fo often repeated, folemnly attefts th^ the holy fcrip^ 
tpres, and the giving of the law fo Mofes, were much 
more ancient than Lycurgos, Solon, Minos^ the ceign 
of Jupiter in Crete, and even the war of Troy ♦. 

It is to be kept in mind, that Saturn, Jupitei^ 
Apollo, Juno, Vefta, Ceres, &c. were once mortak^ 
and by the fuperfiitiofi and ignorance of poflerity, their 
own defcendai>t6, in the line of fovereignty efpecially^ 
obtained divine honours after death. Jupiter, with 
his brothers and fifters^ confifteptly with many pre- 
fumptive circumftances fcarcely inferior to certainty^ 
was coeval with Cadmus and Danaus. For Cadmus 
Was the brother of Europa, whom Jupiter, (to fpeak 
without the aid of fiflion), convened by fea from Pbce* 
liicia into Crete. 

Apollo, Neptune, and Pluto^ were the brotbera 
of Jupiter ; Neptune, by Amym6ne, the daughter of 
Danaus, became the Father of Nauplius, and thus is 
the co-exiflence of Jupiter with Danaus afcertained. 

Sir Ifaac Newton, by an intuitive fagacity, referred 
the origin of Argos, Sicyon, and Athens, to one com- 

• Apolog. »9o. 
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imm term. With rcfj»a to Atjiens in particular, i^ 
is recorded* that Minerva acquired the preference t9 
Neptune in giving name to the new city, built by 
CfCfops* In the reigp of Cianaus about 50 yeaip 
after its foundation^ a (xrtain crimir\^ procefs, in ? 
irial fpr ^lUrder, (hewed the genealogy of the faroilie$ 
concerned, at th^ period of tipie. Mars, a fon of 
jMpiter and Juno, >|jras, it is alleged, the firft culprit 
arraigned at the Areopagus, for the murder of Hal- 
lirotios* who, it feems, had attempted to violate the 
purity of Alcippe, the defendant's daughter. In this 
^1 Neptune was the profecutor, becaufe Hallirotiuj 
Jti^heen his (bn*4 Mai^s was ablblved by xhc 19 
judges, who, after death, wer^ accounted la gods. 

To the citipSj built abo^t the fame time, Troy might 
have been added, were it jiotmuch more probable th^ 
its origin was a great de^l morc^ ancient. The trar 
ditioQ is, that Scamander tranfplanted the firft colony 
from Crete into Phrygia, long before the golden age, 
or wgn ^f Saturn. To his fucccffor Teucer no me- 
morable d^s are a(&gaed, aqd no yc^rs fp^ci^d fof 
his reign. From Dardanus to Priam, including both, 
V^ 6 reigns, extending to -307 years. This fum takei^ 
irorn 31 q3, the year of Troy's fall, leaves a remainder 
of 2S01 years^ reaching back to more than a century be* 
fore the inauguration of Saul, and alfo before theexift- 
encc of Cadmus, Danaus, or Jupiter. As the defolation 
vfthis city tranfcends theera of a true chronology, fe 

* See PaufanUs,, lib i. qh, %h 

the 
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the date of Its rife lies beyond the tnott remote foarcfr 
of pagan hiftory. The kings in Phrygia were oMcr 
than the gods ih Gre^e. Laomedon the father of 
Priam, having employed Apollo and Neptune in re- 
pairing the walls of his capital, defrauded them of their 
reward, which indignity provoked Jupiter to acoom* 
plifh its deftruQion in the next reign. 

By a ftrid attention to phyfical probabilit}^ fextnal 
connexion, hiftorical conGftence, parallel records, va-> 
tidus readings, and ancient verfions, it has been attempted 
to rcftify incidental miflakes in the chronology and 
genealogy of the facred writings. In the Newtom'an 
computations are many undoubted improvements^ which 
had efcaped the fcrutiny of the Ghrifiian Fathers, and 
fuch maflerly critics of later times, as Petau, Scaliger, 
Ufher, &c. — improvements, cxquifitely fubfervient to 
giving order and form to the difcordant annals of 
paganifm ; and it is now propofed to corred the mif- 
takes intermingled with the very conftrudion of the 
New Chronology, aflfuming for a fource in reckoning 
the date af&gned by Sir I. Newton for the cataftrophe 
of Troy. A fpecimen has likewife been given, con- 
ncfting the origin of the Greek theology with the 
times of Cadmus and Danaus : — an experiment hitherto 
unatiempted, with acknowledged fuccefs. 

Ohjenlom. 

1. " To the fix reigns in Phrygia, prior to the con^* 
flagration of Troy, is afligned a period of 307 years, 
(the mean quantity being 51), difproportionate by excefs 

to 
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to \\ie courfc of nature.** Anfwcr. In tlic foregoing 
Analyfis it has been evinced, that the period of natural 
life was not reduced to the prefent ftatidard before 
t>avid, till wh )fc time men generally lived 100, or 1 10- 
To the ffrft three Trojan kings, Dardanus, Erichtho- 
nius, andTros, is feverally marked a reign of 31, 75, 
and 60 years, the kft ending about the 5i6th of David's 
reign, tile other three were in part co-cxiflent with 
David, Solomon, and Afa, whofe reigns amounted to 
120, or 40 years a picc^c. This difproportion is in- 
confiderable. In a more advanced period of the kings 
in Judah, the reign's of Joafh, Amaziah, and Manaffeh, 
were 40, 52, and 55. 

2. ObjeOion^ ^ 

^ If Jupiter, Ajk>llo, and Neptune, were men, df 
mature age, in the times a'flJgned to Cadmus and 
Danaus, they mtift have bttn either fuperannuated, or 
dead, at the ficge of Troy, after the bpfe of two cen- 
turies.** It is replic<^. Who cxpeflj to find coherence^ 
probability, or truth, in the gentite mythology, where 
^ery thing is trartsformed, the itiati Jupiter, for in- 
ftance, into a f^^an, then into a bull, taft of all into -a 
god? A more direft anfwcr, however, admits tlie 
objeflion, in its full extent. AH the pie rfonages, above 
mentioned, and others of the fame family, were both 
dead and deified, before the reigns of Laomedon and 
Priam. Thefe are the proofs, 

X. Sir I. Newton, on the authority of Pythagoras, 

•fl5fms^h4t thefepulcbre of Minoi^ the fon of Jupiter, 

D d was 
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was feen ia Crete in the year before Cbrift 9641 or 
the 14th of Rehoboam. Mar (ham refen to the Scholiaft 
on Callimachus, whoteftified, that the word Ml NOIS 
had by length of time been obliterated, and that 
Jupiter's SEPULCHRt only was legible; whereas 
the inrcriptioD, when complete, had been, <« Thx 
TOMB OF MxNOs, THE SON OP Jupxter/* Are* 
mark of Epimenides, a poet coeval with Solon, 
arraigns the veracity of his countrymen, in a charac* 
ter rehearfed by an Apoflle, Titus, i. 12: " The 
Cretans are always liars." Canimachus, a later poetf 
in the days of Pt. Philadelphus, repeated and exem- 
plified the charge, in the very cafe now under exami^ 
nation. ** The Cretans are always liars, becaufe they 
pretended, that tbe tomb of Jupiter was with them ; 
whereas they had only that of his fon Minos, for Jupiter 
himfelf was immortal *." Whether that monument and 
infcription were in memory of Jupiter, or of Minos, 
the prefent argument is not invalidated, for either tht 
one or the other, perhaps both, died before the overthrow 
of Troy, and neither was immortal. 

2. Even after the hero-gods had been enrolled 
among the cclcftials, they were liable to a temporary 
degradation, and exile. Thus Vulcan for a work of 
piety, towards his mother Juno, was precipitated from 
the fummit of Olympus to the ifland of Lemnos. But 
examples, fiill more appofite occur. 

• See Callun. HTomimi i«in JoTem>T. 8. 
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JtT^ITER, having dlfcharged a thunderbolt which 
ilew iEfculapius, incurred the rcfchtment of Apollo, 
\yho in revenge murdered one of the Cyclops, ufuall/ 
employed in forging the artillery of the clouds ; and for 
that offence Apollo being excluded from heaven, betook 
himfelf to the humble occupation of a Ihepherd. About 
the fame time, it feems, Neptune, (not thinking the 
empire of the fea, equal to that of earth and heaven, 
cbnfpired with other deities to dethrone Jupiter), was 
condemned to aflift Laomedon in repairing the walls 
of Troy. After a train of amorous adventures, Apollo 
became partner with Neptune in the engagement to 
rebuild the Trojan walls, on the reafonable conditioot 
that the king (hould reftore the ornaments and treafureSy 
which had been expended in the fortifications. In one 
year the work was finifbed ; but Laomedon having de- 
frauded the divine architects, Apollo fent a deftru3ive 
peftilence among his fubjeAs ; Neptune laid wade his 
territories by inundations; and Jupiter, refenting the 
periSdy, decreed irreverfibly the ruin of the kingdom 
and capital *• Thefe were works proper to deities. 

3. The Palladium, or curious ftatue of Miner\'a, 
which, according to the oracles of fifiion, was let down 
from heaven, near the tent of Ilus, the 4tb favereign 
of Ilium, while that prince was rearing the citadel, 

* Thefe coincidences of events^ perfonages, and timet, in* 
dkate the particular period when iBfcnlapiiis, the fon of 
ApollOyand god of rocdiqioe, Bouriihed. Honier,(Iliad, it. 193.) 
mentioning Machaon, the fon of JETciiltpiiis, among the 
heroes at Trby, confirms this arrangement. 

D d 2 evinces 
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evinces that tbe goddefs had provioufly letijed &O0>' the 
ilage of mortality. Anciently deification was a cere- 
mony not indulged to the living. It is mentioned as a 
(ciraitpftance without precedent, that divine hoaours 
:wer,e paid to fome of the Cefan before death. 

3. Ohje^ion. 

« The Romans compute the chronolo^ of their 
gods differently from the Greeks." True \ but the 
more recent nation affu mes a le/srcn^ote. term. Both 
wqrfhipped the f^me Jupiter^ the fon of Saturn^ aac} 
fovereign of Crete. By the Greek reckoning he wa$ 
coeval with the Phcenician Cadmus, and the Egyptian 
Danaus ; and all three (louriQied in the late years of 
Samuel's government : by the Roman, with David and 
Solomon. TJie fall of Troy has been fixed to the 78tb 
year frorp the death of Solpmon. Ovid introduces 
Ajax Tupporting his tl^im to the armour of Achilles by 
the coniideration that hp was the third in defceot fnm^ 
Jupiter, who, by allowing three generations for a 
century, was a mortal king, and coeval with Pavid. 
But if his reign were likewifc co-cxiftent )¥itht^e jife 
of the Bceotian Thebes, in the. days of Cadmusy hq muft 
have been dead long before the overthrow of Troy, 
In the fi£ii'ious theology of paganifm, the anions of 
this and tt^e other mortal heroes are often blended, in 
promifcuous confufion, with, thofe of the imiqortal 
gods. In lik^ manner the Greek chronology makes 
V^nus, the mother of Hermione, coeval with Cadmus; 
9nd that of the Romani reprefents her as the mother 
■ of 
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of iftncas. For tliis difference" no rcafon c2in''Ve af- 
figncd, except on thefuppolhionj that dWJfrftteVms ^^erc" 
affumed for the two computtfdons. 

Scheme of arrangement for the kings of Laiiuih add- 
J^omi. 
" When the Greeks and Lacjnes were fortWHg^ 
their Technical Chroiialogy,t great wete thte^^dSJutes- 
about the antiqniry of Rome, The Greeks -itiacl§"it^ 
much older than^the Olympiads:' foitHe o^ thlitn'fSid'^ 
it was bailtby i&ieas ; others by Rotniis, the' foh of* 
grandfbn of iEneas ; others by Rofnus,' ifce^foh' or' 
grandfon of Latinus, king of ihe-Aboriginei ; otfteri* 
byRomus, the fon of Oly (Tes, or of AfcanJus,- or-^f 
Italus: and fome of the Latines^at ^firft fcM^ in? wkh" 
the opinion of the Greeks^ fayingi that it w^^built by 
B;^»nulu8 the fon or grandfon of ifiheas; Tiniafis 
Stctdus reprefented it buiit by Romulus, thd grandfon 
of^^neas, above 100 years bafbre the 01ynipiad$'; and 
fo did l^^aevius the poet, who was 20 yean oldet* than 
Eonaus, and /fetved in 'the^firA Punic war, thehiftory 
of which he wroter Hitherto not hiag-certaih was' 
agaeed upon. But'abbi2t-i4o>op 150, yeak af ter'ithe 
death of Alexander the- Greats thfy began to fay, that' 
Rome was buik a fecond-time by Rofnulus, in the 
15th age after the defiruflioii of Trqy; By ages they 
nieant the reigns of the.Latine' kings iat Alba, and 
xecktocd^the firft 14 at about'433S years ?^*'* 

• Chron. p. laS. 

Dd3 Tins 
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This hiftorical enameration of daces and q>iiiimit- 
is abridged from DkmyGus of Halicarnafliis * \ wiiofe 
tcftiroony merits more credit, as a voucher of ancient 
traditions, than as an authentic record of fafis. One 
iafidlible chronological charader, the overthrow of 
Troy, Sir I. Newton has afcertatned by a procefs of 
optracions in reafoning, the refult of which is equiva- 
lent to dcmonftration. The date difcovered, A. M* 
3108, derives confirmation from a n^lttplicity of 
coincident events, in the pedigrees of families, and 
the records of kingdoms, which not only enforce con- 
vifUop, but reduce to an abfurdity, every pretenfion to 
contradiQory evidence. 

By this teft let the prefumed date of the firft Olym- 
piad be tried. To the 18th of Jehoihaphar, A. M. 
3108, add 432, the fum 3540, continues the reckoning 
to the 17th of Xerxes, king of Perfia, or the 4th 
year of the 52d Olympiad, counted from the reftoration 
x>f that epoch by Iphitus, A. M. 323a. Sir I. Newton, 
reprobating this arrangement as exorbitant, has recourfe 
to an equation, which brings the laft year of the 
Latine kmgs down to the 38th Olympiad*. 

By 14, the number of the kings, divide 432, the 
duration of their reigns, and the quotient, 31, will be the 
common meafure nearly. This illuftrious author, ^flign* 
ing but 20 years a-piece to each fovereign, reduces the 
toul fum from 432 to 280. This equation is ftill 
exceptionable on the fcpre of excefs. For 31084* 

♦ Lib. I. c. 7X— 7J» 

28» 
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080^:3388, prolong the computation to the 19th of 
Jofiah ; or the 3d of the 39th Olympiad. A mncht 
ihorter term moft be allowed for the 14 kiogi in* 
Latium prior to Romulus. Our wotthy Reformer o£ 
ancient chronology bad two juftifiable methods of iri** 
juitiag bifiory by the joint aid of .generations /and 
reigns :--^e excluded fuah kings as kud done nothing 
memorable, or leemed to fall under the claTs of Utopian 
princes, imaginary ciianiQers> inferted in. national 
calendars, on purpofir to amplify the accounts of 
ttmc;r*-and abridged reigns apparently too long, or 
ivifn^rous, to accord with thecourfe of oature. It fairly 
admits a query, whether many of the kings between 
j£neasand Romulus, were not Utopian} 

If from the date of theTcftored Olympiad, be de* 
du£led the year of Troy's down&l, (that is 3232-^- 
31082:124.); the refult of the operation is the aftrono- 
mical interval ; and why fliould hiflorical arrangements 
be conftru£kd, in contradi^ion to phyfical troth? 
In the pafTage above quoted immediately from Sir I. 
Newton on the authority of Oionyfius the Halkamaffidn, 
IS recorded the teflimony of feveral ancient writers, 
(prior in time to Alexander the Great), whofe belief it 
was, that a grandfon, or great giandfon, of -Sneas * 
laid the foundation of Rome ; whether Rodiulus and 
Remus were the founders, or either, is an indifferent 
circumllance. Sir Ifaac has overlooked a remark of 
Dionyfiusy which is, ** That Cephalon, a very ancient 
Mithor, referred the building of Rome to the fecond 
generation after the Trojan war, by a colony who 
D d 4 efcaped 
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^(paped from Xr<9 wiib.i£oea«; that iiA fojiAd^ ?ru 
jlerous, the .leader of the colony ; <hat be was a fon 
ofifioeaS) a9d that Roqmlus.va^one of four brother 
^ tfact Jame. &thcr.: Oeix>agoras> . Agatkylhis alfo» and 
nteiy otbeiv 9grpi in the cireumfianc^; of ttnie» and ia 
tbe condii&>r of the oxpedkioa'f^ Dionyfius adds 

10 unaokxK 
Italy, foon 
^uite-afiei 
fecond gcnoatiuti inih^Jifie ffom yflneas. Aa interval 
of 15 .generatbnSf Sir.lfaac Newton admits, was never 
pietendisd till after the rife of the Greek £nipire, fiji 
fun oefttiiries after the conflagration of Troy. 

The more ancient writers of aU nations never in- 
curred, tbe cenfure of affeSing an extravagant antiquify. 
Among the Jews, Moies was more moderate than Jofe« 
phns ; and the more ancient authors in Greece and 
Rome, than their fucceflbrs* This confideration fup- 
ports the not improbable conjedure, that the interval 
from the period of the Trojan war to the firft Olympiad^ 
has been protraded to a duration which no evidence 
can juftify, or even credulity admit. 
• Suppose, what Sir L Newton will notaUbw^ that 
the Varronian era was the third of the 6th Olympiad^ 
or the 23d from the rcftoration of that chronobgical 
term, Rome began to be built 147 years, after the &1I 
of Troy. For 1 24+3^3= t47 » »^ 3^^*+H7=' 
A. M. 3^551 coincident wiih thefirft year of Biwnulos^ 

• Rom. Aj3t'<^ lib, i. Ct y%, 

and 
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ThI^ NewioDiaB cc^Bpulation proceeds ontlie poT- 
tulatet tbar tbe mgna .both i» Lariu^i and Rome are 
to be reduced. But the latter claufe of the po&iilate 
iaiiadmiSble, btcaiife no fcheinc of hiftotical arrange- 
ipcotCJiD vindicate tbe propriety, or truths of doGerritlg 
the acceflioa of Homuhis, or the origin of hit capital, 
tp; the 3l^ Olympiad. That great man might, with- 
o^tthe kaa(iifpi(jiopof viojaiinfrphyfical probability, 
have retrenched tl^e number of the Latian kings. Bf 
14 divide 147, the refult is, 10 years 6 months each. 
']fheft reigns ace Ihorter by one half than Sirliaaais 
wiJUng, in other cafes, to admit. At the rate of 5 
reigns for acentury, ai^d pfpportionally for the refiduaqr 
immbei;, fevea intermediate princes might exha^fl the 
fp^pe from the fall of Troy to the lifg of Ri>me, equiva- 
lent to about four gpr^cra^ions of 33 years ope with 
another. 

The date affigned in the Chronology efarfcUni King* 
domf amended^ for the fubverGon of Piiam^s capital, is. 
in reality that fixed point, whence commences certain^r 
i^. computation by the national eras of paganifm ; 
becaufethe time of that catafirophe is defined, by a 
clufter of chronological notations, which bung into coin- 
cidence the hiflory of the Hebrews, with that of the 
co«exi(ling pagan eftablilhments. Some of the more 
notable fynchronifms, in the natural order, are, by way 
of recapitulation, fubjoined. 

I. Jehoshaphat, 
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I. Jehoshaphat, Ahab, andEthbaal, were con* 
temporary fovercignsin Jerufalem, Samaria^ and Stdon ; 
for Abab married Jezebel the daughter of Echbaal» and 
Jeho(hapbat*s foHi Jehoram, married Athiluds» the 
daughter of Al^b. 

^. Troy was laid in aihes in the retgni of the £une 
Jeho(haphat and Ahab, as alfo in that of Agenor, 
Belusv or Matgenus, the grandfon of Ethbaal. 

3. New Saiamis in Cyprus was founded ffevSen years' 
after the conflagration of Troy» by Teacer the fon of 
Telamon* in whofe femily the fovereignty continued 
feven centuries, in that iiknd. 

4. i£N£AS about the fame rime became the father of 
Icings, in a new feries, over Latium, prior to RonraTus. 
This feries contains 14 names, to whofe reigns is af- 
figneda period of 432 years, which Sir I. Newton re- 
duces to 280 ^. The annexed Table will perhaps evinccy 
that even the lefs number exceeds the truth. 

« Such is thediverdtyofnames, that the number offove- 
reign 8| and the order of fuccefliop, cannot eafily be afeer- 
tatned. JEnea$ the father of the colony, to whom DioDy« 
fiu8 alligns a reign of 7 years from the fcU of Troy, isexdiided. 
Thit little addition makes the fum total 4js* as m the next 
page. But the number of reigns thos eslaifed, exceeds 14 
by unity. 
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Capetus 
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Calpems 


Calpetus 


Calpetus 


'S 


Ttberihiis 


Tiberiaus 


Tiberinus 


Tiber] nus 


8 


Agrippa 


Agrippa 


Agrippa 


Agrippas 


4J 


Reroulus 


Reinulus- 


Remulus 


AUades 


»» 


Aveotinus Aventinus 


Aventinus Aventinus 


37 


Proca 


Procas 


Proca 


PnKas 


aj 


Numitor 


Amulitts 


Aoiulius 


Amulius 


4.a 



4^5 

In tbefe four editions the names, and order of fuc* 
cei&on, are too much at variance to acquire the credit 
due to auihentic records. The numbers taken from 
Pionyfius do not amount to 432. He afCgns indeed 
7 years^ to the firA i£neas and his predeceflbr Latinus ; 
Kvhich fill the blank. Proper, but inefficient, is 
Sir Ifaac Newton's fcheme for reducing the quantum 
of thefe reigns from 432 to 280 years, as it has been 
Ihewn, that the fpace, between Latinus and Romulus, 
cannot exceed 147 years. Abfolutely neceflary it is 
to retrench the one half of the nominal kings, that the 

arrangement! 
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arrangements by generations and reigns may corrcfpond 
to the hational eras, by wfaith the^iiiftory of the times 
is to be atijuAed. 

5. Dido the great gratMl-daughte^' of Ethbaal* >M 
the foundation of Carthage in the iStb ynr from the 
deflation of Ttoy, a» formerly mentioned, in cxMniri«b 
Jence with fundry chronological charadei$. Asf iba 
biftory of this new flate is incorporated: with that of^ the 
Homan Empire^ the time oTits origin is axi* acquifiuofV 
of no fmall impoitance. ^ 

' 6. A. M. 323a Ibhixus reftored the Gsoek 
Olympiad 124 years after the conclufion of the. Trojan 
^ar, and 7 after the foundation of .Carthage* It 
& not alleged that this year was diflinguiOied by the 
exhibition of the ufual (bkninities, but that is aflSrmod 
to be the true fource whence .the firftxirxnilattng period 
of four years, charaQerifed as the original Olympiad, 
begins. One invariable criterion difcriminates the 
years on which prizes were adjudged to the vigors— 
they were bissextile. This appropriate and ext!u- 
five mark of the periodical quadriennium in Greece, is 
the more remarkable, as prior in time to the know- 
ledge of the aftronoraical reafon, which requires the 
intercalary day : for it is obferved by Mr. Coftardf* 
** That the time is uncertain wheA it was difcovercct 
that the true length of the folar year was 365 1 days ; 
but probably not much before the time of Eudoxus, that 
is, 363 years before our era:** or, 413 fubfequent to 
the era of the reftored Olympiad *. This noted terra 

• See Costard's Aftronomy of the Ancients, 1746, p. 56. 

5 ^ 
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of computatioD, Sir Ifatc Nbwton admits, wHs called^ 
bf tbe Qrtck% the foorce of HISTORICAL time. 
Bin: he adds, " The fabulous ages wanted a good chro^ 
aolcgy;, , and fo alfo did the htftorical fot the firft 60 or 
yo^CMympiads*/* 

Ir thispoftulate be implicitly admitted, the iHaftrious 
author's arrangement, which defers the Foundition df 
Rome to the 38th Olymfpiad, b involved in d\ tbe 
uncertainty of the fabulous ages ; nay, it may be doubted 
whether the firft year of the 68th Olympiad were the 
truedhte of the Regifuge, as is adVrted, without a 
peiadventttret^ Suppofe the conAil«te itttfx)duced 
with the enfainig year, this important revolution is 
charafterifed by a very ambiguous point in time;— 
that imperceptible line which divides tbe biftorical 
from the fabu lous ages. 

7. In the year of the world 525^5 was the founda- 
tion of Rome laid, 147 from the fall ofTroy, ij» 
from the rife of Carthage, aod %j frpoi^ the Kvival ^ 
ibe Olympiad p Sir !• Newton's raib and gn>«ndiaft 

hypothefill^ 

• Chron. p 44. + Chron. p. 13d. 

% Sir I. Newton fays, thart Varr6 coftiptias tie firft of 
Home from the firft of the viithOtympfad, Chron. p. X19. 1 his 
erroneous d^ite H, wrthout the leaft faf«>ido(tr of 'allacy, copied 
from Dionyfius The AniJqtiiiTr, IHj i.c t>. lAtDe ?4thchaptar 
of the £krac hook he remarks, ^^Porchis Cato adopts no 
Grecian account, but being no Icfs accurate m co' edio^ 
ancient hiftorical fads, than the very bed writers, he connect 
the building of Rome with the njid after the taking of Troy. 
This term, compared with tbe tables of Eratoilbenes, coin- 

ciile« 
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hypothecs, which protra6b the buiMiog of Rj^me W' 
the 38th Olympiad, incurs the cenrure of an egicgiou^ 
metachronirm. The vtoiA protrailid is here fitly ufied, 
for cdrtain it is, that the work was begun 130 yean 
earlier. V, The Olympiad from its reftoration did not 
immediately become a general term in reckcming, even 
among the Greeks. If the Romans, after feveral oen* 
furies, began to conne£l their own hiftory with the 
chronology of the Olympiads, their notations, if fup* 
ported by various fiobMlitics of ceriaintyt are not to 
kc rejeAed, as of doubtful cre^t. On this foot, Eutro-» 
pius, and others, who afiign the third of the vtth 
Olympiad for the biftorical origin of Rome, are not 
to be fufpeded of credulity or falfehood* 

cides with the firft of Olympiad Tii. If Cato followed bo 
Greek chronologer, be ventured to introduce a computation 
of his own. The firft Varrontan year of Rome did coincide 
in January A. P. J. 39619 with which month hegan A. U. C. i } 
and the third year of the Vith Olympiad expired about the 
^e of the enfuing iiimmer folftice« By the Faiti Confulaiei 
the fourth of the vith Olympiad is the firft of Rome; 
and, by the Catonian era, this date is brought one year lower 
ftill. Unavoidable Is the conclufion that Dionyfius and Sir 
I. Newton fell into a miftake, when they affirmed the fyn- 
chronifm of the Varrontan epoch, with the firft of the viith 
Olympiad. With an obvious negled of propriety, does the 
great antiquary conned the firft year of Romulus with the 
third of the Varronian era* 



From 
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. From Dionyfius * are colIeAed the followiog ap* 
poGte notationsi exprefling the dates of reigns. 



fttlONS. 


DATES. 




AIITROftlTltS. 




RotouJus 


Ol7itfpia4t 


X Tii. 


BMksAaa 


Chapp 


. i. 


t€u 


>f uau INtfopilius 






1 xvi. 






ii. 


58. 


TuUus Hoftiltut 






1 xxvH. 






m. 


t. 


Aocut Marcius 






S 3CXXT. 






iu. 


37- 


Tarquinius Prifcut. 






% Jdi. 






iii. 


47. 


Senrius TuUiiu 






4 J. 






iv. 


X. 


Tarq. Superbu« 






4 Ixi. 






iv. 


41- 



Brutus 3(Collatinus, the £rA pair a Ixviii. of Confuls. v. t. 

Thus the reigns of the (even kings, from Romului 
f the firfl pair of Confuls exclufively, amount to 244 
years. The realbns, which militate againft Sir I. 
Newton's redudion of them to 119, have already been 
{et forth at large ; and if the obje&ions, to the abbre* 
viation of reigns, be fatisfaftory and infurmountable, 
no inducement occurs for bringing the date of the Var- 
ronian computation forward to the year before Chrift 
627, as in the Short Chroniole. The penetrating 
iuthor feems to have been aware, that his fcheme for 
bringing the overthrow of Troy almofi 300 years lower 
than the general opinion, would not efcape the rod of 
criticifm. He therefore judged it proper not to 
incur th« fufpicipn of comprefling, at one bold opera- 

• As Cionyfius profcfledly adopts the Caton'an reckoning, 
which brings the fcvcral dates two years lower than the Var- 
ronian, the acceffion of Romtjlus xijuft be compnted from the 
3d of the vith Olympiad, the firft coofulate from the 4th o: 
the IxTiith, and each intermediate date carried two yeari 
lugber. 

tion. 
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tion, 432 years into 124. Much more praliflblc it 
was to extend an expedient of gradual retrenchment 
through 676 nominal years, comprehending 21 reigns, 
all which reigns it was judged advifabfe to retain, foUt 
to exclude 277 years, as incompatible with thie courfe 
of nature in generations. 

Suffice it to have mentioned, without an intent 
to amplify, certain inftanccs of deviation from the 
truth of chronology, hiflory, and nature, in detachdfi 
parts of this extenfive work. It mud not, however, 
be diflembled, that certain decifions of this great mailer 
in computation, contradift aflumed prmciplesv an4 
(bake the foundation of pre-eftabliihed difcoveries.. 

With a felicity of uniting difperfed mat^riads, (a 
talent almoft peculiar to himfelf)> Sir I. Newton found 
that Carthage was deftroyed A. P. Jul. 4568 ; — that it 
had flood 737 ycjtfs ; — that it had been built A. P« 
Jul. 3831* £afy xt was to recoiled that the yeai% 
when Carthage witt overthrown^ coincided with the 
608th from the foundation of Rome : and that 4568— 
608:^ 3960, which operation continues the reckoning 
back to the firft half of the thhrd year in the 6tb 
Olympiad, or the true fource of the Varronian epoch. 
Thus Sir I. Newton's principles, hathf applied^ in- 
validate his own decifions: for 3960 — 3831=129, 
by which quantity Carthage was older than Rome. 
But if the foundation of the latter were laid after the 
lapfe of 38 Olympiads, the diflerence in time is 260 
years. BefKiet the incongruity of fliifting terms, the 
age of Carthage being meafured by the years of Rottu^^ 

computed 
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computed from elie 6th Olympiad, and then this founda- 
tion is removed, and the interval enlarged by one half, with 
refpe3 to the date of the two cities, but diminiOied 
with refpefl to the term of Co-exiftence. This mode of 
computation refembles fome of the plaufible fallacies in 
logic. Befides this obvious incongruity, another and 
greater perplexity occurs. The firft Punic war broke 
out in the i88th confulate firom theexpulfion of the 
kings ; A. Claudius Caudex, and M. Fulvius Flaccus, 
then holding the fafces. Sir Ifaac allows but 119 
years for the period of monarchy : and 1 88-f- 1 1 91=307, 
denotes the year of Rome according to the Chrono- 
logy of ancient Kingdoms amended, at the com- 
mencement of the firft Punic war. By the fame 
authority Carthage had flood 567 years* The very fup- 
pofition that Rome^ at fo very early a period, was more 
than a match for Carthage, exhibits the afpe£l of fome- 
thing more than a hiftorical paradox. 

8. In the 6th year from the Varronian Era, inclu- 
Cvely, began the famous computati6n called The Era of 
Nabonaflkr, on the partition of the Aflyrian Empire 
by him and Tigtath-Pilcfer. BiOiep Beveridge extols it, 
as a very accurate charadier of Times, and incapable of 
deception*. 

An account of iu form, mechanifm, and quantity, 
is incompatible with the narrow limits of this Appendix. 
As a term in computation it obtained a general and 

• Hac epocha nihil in tota chronclogia celebriu8» nihil cognitu 

magis ncceflarium, utpotc qui cxa<aiffimus eft tcmporum 

charaflcr, ct fallerc ncfcius. Inftit. Chronol. lib. ii. cap. 16. i. 

E t almoft 
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almoll cxcluGvc reception, over Aflyriat Chalcleat 
Egypt, Media, and P^fia. With its firft year Ptolemy 
began his very learned perfprmance, the Mathematical 
Syntaxis, and Dean Prideayx his excellent Connexion 
of the Old and New Teftament Hillory with that of 
Paganifm. It ferves as an infallible dire£lory for the 
chronology and bifiory of the time?, under the fuc- 
ccl&ve monarchies, dmring the lapfe of nine centuries. 

That very eminent aut|;ior continues his va^ablc 
work down to the time of M. Antoninus, and, not 
without obvious propriety, concludes hit refearqhes, 
after having afcertained a fufficient number of fixed 
periods, which may be prolonged indefinitely in the 
progreflive feries of years aiid centuries, for conducing 
future adventurers through the thorny paths of chio- 
nological diiquifition. Such has the writer of thefe 
iheets found them* - The fanguioe defireof improving, 
the ufeful difcoverie^ of his ingenious aod learned pte* 
dectflbrs, for facilitathig progreC^ in dcred literature, 
has prompted him to finke out, in many caf^s of 
difficult inveftig^off^a new tiapk for hin^lf ; cauUiOU^ 
on the one hapd> Off innotation^ and oft the otbex, of 
inlemperate ceo&ir^. 

The primary inducement to an enferprizje £o com- 
plicated aiid cxtenfive, ws^ the ooore^on of tfaofe 
numbers, relative to family pedigvees and duronology^ 
which, feemingly at mutual variance, incongruoua with 
nature, or intuitively abfurd, either mar the fenfe, or 
impair the credibility, of many fuch notations in the 
facred volumes. For the attainment of an end fo 
9 dcfirabic. 
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dcfirable, recourre was had to various expedients^ and 
fo many without ctkQ. As a feries of genealogies, or 
intcrvafe of lineal dcfcent from a firft anceftor, is the 
fole baCs of the facred chronology, during the long 
fpace of 25 centuries prior to the Exodus \ — and, as 
the infpircd writers were direficd to number the in- 
termediatfe generations from the creation to our era ;— » 
it feemed reafonable to conchide, that genealogy is an 
ingredient, elTential to certainty in the computation of 
times, fo remote. 

Without afcheme of chronology framed according 
to the natural meafuresof time, and to inflituted com- 
binations of its integral parts, that accuracy in com- 
putation, which excludes the poflibility of deception, 
is not attainable. 

Suppose a hiftory con{lru£led on fuch infallible 
principles, it muft extend back to the primary fource of 
meafured time, otherwile that radical point. Whence 
procreation begins, cannot be afcertained* 

The Bible Hiftory alone menrions a beginning 
of computation by natural days. TheH^ are combined 
into weeks ; thefe into months, fo denommated from 
periodical afpefib of the moon ; and montl^ into yean. 
Years are diftitigiuflied into lunar, luni-folar, folar- 
tropical, and (idereal. Whatever might have been the 
form or dimenfions of the civil years, in diverfe ages or 
climates, the folar-tropical of 365 d. 5h. 48m. 57s. 
was the ftandard of computation among the Patriarchs, 
Hebrews, Ifraelites, and Jews. Hence it is oollefied 
that their computations were conformable to the natural 
£ e a meafures 
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meafures of timtf in it^ various integral parts. Years toe 
were combined info larger integral parts, of unequal 
quantity, called intervals or fixed periods, 
whenee new tenns in computation, each begioning 
with unity. 

Computation derives additional certainty £rom 
the periodical folemnities; of ibcjewifh worihip, re- 
gulated by the phafe^ of the moon, and adjiifled to the 
apparentiy annual circuits of the furr. 

By all thefe, and many other expedients, fuggelled 
from natural phenomena, ih connexion with inditutions 
civil and facred, has it been attempted: to define the 
number of days, weeks, lunations, fdlUces, equinoxes, 
and aftroDomical years, from the primeval week to that 
of our Lord's refurre£lion. From the vague, fi£litious, 
a:nd contradictory amials of pagaoifm, impoflible it is 
to folve a problem^ for which operation the Bible alone 
aSbrdfi fufficient principles. The pad duratioo of the 
folar f>ftem is a difcovery, derived folely from the 
books of Mofes : and the ancient hiflory of the pagan 
.world muft be adjufled to that fiandard, not the facred 
hiAory to the annals of the gentiles. 

Though unequivocal and deci/ivein this matter are 
the notations of times in the books of Mofes and the 
Prophets, yet it is with truth af&cined, that fucfa nota- 
tions have not yet been generally underftood, and judi- 
ci<Hiily applied. Foreign chronologers, fuch as Scaliger 
and Petau, miflook by many years the firft point in 
hiftorical time. Our revered countryman, Sir If^c 
Newton, Icfx this point unexamined. Bedford and 

Kennedy 
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Kennedy rcflrficd Uflier's primary term In computa- 
tion, but retained all his fubfequent mifarrangements. 

In the foregoing Analyfis, the Hebrew text of the 
Pentateuch has been adopted as the model of com- 
putation prior to the birthof A^ram, in the 130th 
year of his father Terah. To the critical annotations 
of Wall, Kennicott, Milf, Kufter, Wetftein, Bowyer, 
and others, the author acknowledges his obligations 
for various readings in the printed and mfmufcript 
copies of both Teftaments, by which feveral numerical 
miftakes have been reiftified. In fome cafes parallel 
texts, in others the courfe of nature, or hiAorical con* 
nexion, have been admitted, as equivalent to the autho- 
rity of approved various readings in particular texts or 
their vcrfions, efpccially thofc of theearlieft dates. 

Th e writer of thcfe papers reftrifted his enquiries to 
thofe numbers alone, which he judged fubfervicnt to 
the elucidation of the Sacred Annals, with a reference to 
^hronology^ genealogy^ and hifiory. Few and incon- 
fiderable are the propbfed emendations, which, reft on 
no better authority, than his own private cpqjeQure. 

Th£ texts where thefe emendations have be^a pror 
pofed, the numbers to be corre£ld, and the fubjedls 
to which they refer, are fpecified as below* 



Rehoboam'8 age for 


,41 


rjcad 


17 


X Kift^f 


xiy. 


30. 


Amon's 


a» 




4» 


aChfott. 


xxxiii. 


31. 


Jofiak's 


8 




iS 




x)^iv. 


s. 


Zcdekiab^s 


fli 




35 


» • 


x^xvi. 


If. 


Jchoihaphat's reign 


1% 




%% 


% Kings 


iii. 


f. 


Alas 


3« 




36 


% Chron. 


xvi. 


I. 



Ee3 



This 
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This very diminutive fum of difcordant numbers, in 
the pedigrees, and chroaology of the whole Bible, docs 
not exhibit fo bulky and portentous a figure, as might 
be prefumed, from the loud and frequent clamours of 
modem free-thinkers, who wopld not hefitate to apolo- 
gize for errata far more numerous and important, in 
the puny volumes of Eutropius or Florus. 

These ftridures, on this great roan*s laft bequeft 
to the literary world, might have been extended to a 
much more minute /pecification of articles fufceptibJe 
of improvement, or tranfccndcntly excellent. A fmall 
fpecimen of either kind was intended to be fet before 
the public, with quite other views, than to difparagea 
charader, every way refpeflable, and whofe renown 
his own valuable works will tranfmit to a very remote 
pollerity, with increafing honour. 

Sir I. Newton's principles of computation are ap* 
plicable to many more hiftorical fynchronifms, than 
are mentioned by himfelf, or can here be enumerated. 
Thofe who wi(h to fee the fubje£l profecuted more 
diffufively, from the time of the Judges in Ifrael to 
the captivity of Zedekiah, may confult Dr. Winder's 
Hiftory of Knowledge, chiefly religious, 2 vols* 4^0, 
1746, a work now almoft fo^-gotten. 

From the fafis eAabli/hed in this chapter, natural 
is the inference, that the fall of Troy is the rife of the 
true hiftorical era among the gentiles* For, in a very 
fhort time after, commenced four famous national eras 
as in the fubjoined fcheme of their dates. 

Troy 
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Troy overthrown, A. P. J. 3813, coinci- 
dent with A. M. 3108 
New Salamis built by Teucer 7 
Dido lays the foundation of Carthage 1 1 
Source of computation by the Olympiads 106 
Firft Varronian year of Rome 24 
Firft year of NaborialTar's era , 6 
Sir Ifaac Newton's chronology ends 416 

A. P, J. 4383' A. M, 3678. 

On^ genera! rcflcftion, though obvious, is too im- 
portant to be omitted. The arts of computation had 
made fuch progrefs in the pagan world, that the four 
principal fixed periods of gentilifm commenced before 
the Annals of the Old Teflament were cOircIuded. 
Thefe periods are called the artificial chronology. But 
the Greeks had calculated eclipfes about the time of the 
70 years captivity, which is the era of aftrohotaical 
chronology. Before the clofc of the Hebi'ew eanon 
49 of the 490 prophetical years had elapfed, fo that the 
remaining 341, ending with the crucifixion, run 
parallel with the correfponding years of the Olympiad, 
of Rome, of NabonafTaf, and of the Seleucidx. Such 
was the providential care of overruling Wifdbm in apt- 
pointing fit and tfBcient means for explaining the oracles 
of prophecy by the chronology and hiftbry of lyingdoms. 
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CHAP. V. 
Falcone R*T Chronological Tables. 

\X7 H I L E fhis lafl flieef wajs under the compofitor's 
hands, this publication was advert'iCed for (ale. 
Its profeffed dcGgn is to conftruft a chronological chain, 
uniting the common hiftory with the facred, from the 
demife of David to that of Alexander the Great, by 
the late Thomas Falconer of Chefter Efq. The title 
prompted curiofity, and even impatience, to perufe the 
volume, fo lecently announced. 

In a PREFATORY DISCOURSE of T34 quarto 
pages, ** are expl^ned th^ principal columns in the 
Tables^ which were intende4 to fill up the dark period 
between the ceffafion of the J^wifli, apd the certainty of 
the Greek hiftory. Thofe on the left hand, reprefent- 
ing the kingdoms of Judah and Ifrael, pre regulated by 
the admirable fyftem of A. B. Ufher, bpt wul?out fol- 
lowing him inaplicitly year by year. The {irll column 
on the left hand is the Julian Period, which may be 
compared with that on the oppofite fide, denoting the 
years before the birth of our blefied Saviour, according 
to the vulgar era \ and the other column of numbers, 
a4Joining on the right hand, to ;he chronicle of Ifrael, 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Accession //SoLOMOK. 425 

ia meant to prove the truth of Ezekiel's prediflion of 
390 yetrs, and may ferve as a regifter of time, from 
that noted epoch, the feparation of the two kingdoms.'* 
Pref. p. 6. &c. 

On the plan and execution of this work, it is judged 
expedient to fugged a few curfory remarks. 

I. Usher's admirable fyfiem, afligning a falfe date 
both for the creation, and for the vulgar era, takes 
four hi|lorical ye^rs from the age of the world, and by 
the fame quantity anticipates the true year of ourLord^s 
birth. Thus the interval, which comprehends 4008 
aftronomical years, is reduced to 4000. 

To give, if poflible, the figure of fcientifical prcci- 
fion to a mutilation fo violent, the Primate was obliged 
to retrench four years from the reigns between David 
and the i jth year of Zedekiah. Hence the chronology 
of the Annals, erroneous in the beginning, middle, and 
end, forfeits every claim to thecharafler of an accurate 
and infallible direflory, for the interval. 

Xh e great Sir Ifaac Newton, projefling a well pro* 
portioned and durable fabric, had not the precaution to 
clear away the rubbifh of the old building, before he 
laid the new foundation. For this reafon, certain ira- 
perfc£lions, inherent in the compofition of the 
Annals, are derived to the Chronology of 
ancient Kingdoms amended. 

Mr. Falconer, not fufpefting fundamental overfights 
in the principles aflumed by his predeceiTors, and eager 
^0 reach the conclufion of his work, tranfports his 

readers. 
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* readers, at once, into the rcry center of hii fubje&f 
like Homer in the very opening of his poem. 

Semper ad eventum feftinat ; & in M£I>IAS RES 
Non fccus ac notas Auditorem rapit*— - HpR* 

But to the grand event he fpeeds his courfe, 
And bears his readers with impetuous force. 
Into the MIDST of things. Francis, 

To afcertain the true date of Solomon's acceflion, it 
is neceffary, that U(hcr*s radical miftake, in conncQing 
the firfl year of hifiorical time with the number of the 
Julian Period 710, inftead of 7064 be reflified. 

From the creation to the demife of David, the inter*^ 
mediate fpace is 2991 aftronomical years, the laft incom- 
plete, at his death. Solomon's reign is therefore dated 
from the Hebrew month Nifan, A. M. 2991 ; to this fum 
add the antemundane numbers of the Julian Period, 
705, and the firft of Solomon coincides with A, P. J. 
3696. In the 40th of his reign he died, and that year, 
as incomplete, is accounted the firft of Rehoboam* 
from the 39th, therefore, of Solopion exclufively, are 
the 390 years of forbearance with the apoilate tribes 
computed : 

Solomon's accession. 





World. 


J. Per. 


B. Chr. 


Hiftorical Arrangements 


2991 


3696 


1017 


Ufher's Annals 


?99i 


3701 


1013 


Falconeir's Tables 




3703 


101; 



Qbv^ovs 
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Obvious is the incongruity of Ufher's notations for 
the number of the Julian Period, and the years before 
the vulgar era* Falconer does not follow him im- 
plicitly, year by year, and deviates fo much farther from 
Iruth, by injudicious corredion. 

Solomon's death. 





Woild. 


J. Per. 


B. Cbr. 


Hiftorical Arrangements 


303» 


3737 


977 


Ufter's Annals 


30*9 


3739 


975 


Falconer's Tables 




374a 


97a 


Expiration of the 390 


YEARS. 






Hiftorical Arrangements 


3420 


4125 


588 


Uflier's Annals 


3420 


4»3o 


584 


Falconer's Tables 




4132 


582 



The true quantity of the interval from the 39th 
of Solomon, to the nth of Zedekiah, excluding 
both, is a problem eafy of folution. It is divided into 
three periods, as in the fubjoined fcheme. 

J . Revolt of X Tribes. 2 .The two thrones vacant. 3.1leduAion of Samaria. 

5S 



Rchoboam 

Abijah 

A£i 

jehofliaphat 

Jfchoram 

Ahaaiah 



17 Athaliah 

3 Jehoaih 

40 Amaziah 

24 Uaaiah 

8 Jotham 

X Ahaz 
Hczeklah 

93 



6 Hexekiab 

40 Manaflch 

Amon 

Jofuh 

76 Jehoiakim 

x6 Zedekiah 



29 
5* 



165 



31 
XX 

x» 

»3* 



In coU I. the4ift of Afa, and 25th of Jehofliaphat 
are, as cucrent, accounted feverally the firft of the 

fubfequent 
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fubfequcnt reigns. Thus arc the 95 years of this firll 
period reduced to 93 : and 93+ 165 + 132=1390, the 
laft of this number ending' fome time in the fourth 
Hebrew month of the xth of Zedekiah. This prince was 
taken intocuftody, and tranfported one full year, after 
the ultimate term of the Divine patience with the of- 
fending houfe of Ifrael. 

It has been noted, that U(hcr afligns but 4000 years 
from the creation to the true hiftorical year of the In- 
carnation, and that this number is deficient by eight 
years. Of ihcfe 4 have been rcHored by tiansferring 
the date of the creation from the 7 loth to the 706th of 
the Julian Period. The Primate retrenches the 23d 
and 24ih of Jehofbaphat, the 40th of Jehoafh, and the 
i6thof Ahaz, not only without authority, but in dire£l 
contradi£lion to every criterion of hiflorical truth. 
Thus are the 390 prophetical years either reduced to 
386, or their expiration brought four years lower than 
their defined period. But be thefe four years reftored 
to the reigns of Jeholhaphat, Jehoafli, and Ahaz, then 
chronology will perfedly accord with hiftory, jhe trup 
year of our Lord's birth with A. M. 4004, and the 
Vulgar computation with 4008. Thus far concerning 
thofe arrangements, which aifeQ the Sacred Hiftory 
alone. It remains to examine 

2. The fynchronifms of the Sacred and Gentile 
Hiftory. In his advertifement Mr. Falconer notes, 
♦* Whether we adopt the extended calculations of Era- 
tofthenes, or thofe more contraded by Sir I. Newton, 
the fcripture hiftory isequally diilinft from the profane; 

an4 
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and the taking of Troy, wherever it is pl^iced, has no 
reference to the Jewifli hiftory, or any of the kingdoms 
connefled with it.'' 

This pofition is rather bold than juft. If it be 
fufceptible of a good meaning* penetration, in no com- 
mon degree, is requifite to make the difcovery. The 
Scripture Hiftory is diftinSf from the Profane, becaufe 
the records of both are diftinft. But if thofe records 
which contain an account of the kings in Judah and 
Ifraei fugged plain intimations of afBnity with the 
royal family of Tyre, and of a famine in Ifraei and 
Phoenicia, in the reigns of the contemporary princes 
Ahab and Ethbaal, it feems ftrange to afErm, that the 
annals of Tyre have no reference to the Jewifli hiftory. 
Should it appear, from any record, not formally proved 
to be a counterfeit, that Troy was overthrown in the 
archon(hip of Meneftheus, an Athenian magiftrate, co- 
exiftent with Jehofliaphat in Judah, the man who would 
aflert, that fuch an event had no reference to the 
hiftory of the Jews or Athenians, might juftly be fuf- 
pe£led of fceptical infatuation. 

From various, arbitrary and equivocal, pofitions of 
Herodotus, and otherauthorities, equally controvertible, 
this writer poflulates, that Troy was demoliflied in the 
1 2th of Rehoboam, which year he marks in parallelifm 
with A. P. J. 3754> and before the vulgar era 960. 
Thefe notations, however, indicate the i8th of that 
reign ; or the 60th year prior to the 18th of Jehoflia- 
phat. That arrangemc nt has not the recommendation 
of one ^eciCve fyncluonifm ; this of Sir I. Newton 

derives 
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derives confirmation, equal to the higheft degree of 
moral certainty, from a train of circumftances in 
chronology, genealogy, and hiftory^ all fuperior lo 
chance, collufion, or impoftore. 

If tbefe remarks be juft, with refpe£l to co-exift^nt 
charaf^ and events, among jews and gentiles, while 
the former had national records, and a royal calendar ; 
it can fcarcelybc prefumed, that thefe Chronolo- 
gical Tables will aflFord light fufiScient, through 
that dark period, from the oveithrow o€ Jeru^lem to 
the expedition of Xerxes. 

On the principles of the old artificial chronology, 
this prefatory difcourfe has confiderable merit ; but 
a fyflem, conilru^ed on precarious notions auiid at 
variance with nature and fcience, can add nothing to 
the general ftock of knowledgcj in comparifon of which 
mere erudition and learning avail little. Not alto- 
gether without utility are the Tables. F«r, engcofled on 
good clean paper, and a fizeable leaf, they may probably 
foon find their way to thofe aromatic repofitories, 

Wheie pepper, odors, frankincenfe, are fold. 

——in vicum vendentem thus et odores» 
Et piper, ct ijuidquid chartis amicitur ineptis. HOK. 



CONCLUSION. 
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CONCLUSION. 

In the foregoing pages, frequent opportunities have 
occurred of doing juftice to the ancient Jews, as faith- 
ful guardians of the divine oracles, and of vmdicating 
tliem from the vtty improbable flander, raifed againft 
them by feveral primitive Fathers, and modem critics, 
as if they had wilfully, and with univerfal confent 
abridged the Mofaical chronology, one generation, or 
two, after their general difperfion* 

It is but equitable to add, that, ever from the time 
of that awful revolution, their defendants have uni^ 
formly difavowed, in principle and pra£Uce, all con- 
formity with idolatrous rites, refrained from perfecution, 
and abated in their zeal for making profelytes. In 
fome of their convocations have they exprefled their 
opinion, that the time for the appearance of the 
Mefliah is pall, and that, on account of their fins, 
their fanguine expedations have been fruilrated. 

According to certain foreign gazettes, great num- 
bers of the Jews in Italy have fliewn, of late, a fpirit 
of indifierence to their religious ufages, as inconvenient 
and unprofitable ; and their Rabbies have convened a 
general Synod at Florence, the members being delegated 
fromModena, Man ua, Rome, and other ci.ies, where 
the Jews have fchools. — After a conference of ten 
days, they have determined to reform their cuftoms, in 

feveral 
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feveral particulars : and among others to prevent hiit-* 
cFrance of bufmefs, the fabbath (hall not be obfcrvcd on 
Saturday, but on Sunday ♦. 

These refolution^ intimate political wifdom, and 
rcfpeft for the conftitutions of Chriftendom. One prin- 
ciple maintained in the preceeding Analysis, con- 
firmed by the teftiraony of in fallible hidory, and demon- 
flrated by aftronomical calculation, is the transferring 
of the fabbath from the viith to the ift of the week ,at 
the Exodus. Bythac cfiangBi and the abrogAUon of the 
Mofaical fabbath, at the refurreftion of Jefus, the 
firft day of the Jewifh and Chriftian week, became the 
viith, in the rotation of weeks from the beginning* 
By a partial conformity with the gofpel, eminently fub- 
fcrvient to their own fecular intereft, the modem Jews 
fliould not fcruple to obferve that day, which Adam, 
Noah, Abraham, and all the patriarchs before Mofes, 
did account facred to devotion and reft. 

• Set th« London Ncwfp^^pers for April a 7th 1796. 



FINIS. 
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operations of the Prefs. 
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